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PETITIONER’S UPDATED EXHIBIT LIST

EX1001 | U.S. Patent No. 11,827,921 “the *921 patent”

EX1002 | Declaration of Carl A. Batt, Ph.D.

Joint Claim Construction Statement, filed on June 18, 2024, Dkt No.
EX1003 | 65, ChromaCode, Inc. v. Bio-Rad Laboratories et al., Case No. 5:23-
cv-06360, N.D. Cal.

U.S. Patent Application Publication No. US 2013/0040841 A1
“Saxonov”

Information Disclosure Statement noting Saxonov from Prosecution
File History of U.S. Patent No. 10,068,051 filed on August 5, 2014
Notice of Allowance from Prosecution File History of U.S. Patent No.
11,827,921 filed on August 10, 2023

U.S. Patent Provisional Application No. 61/510,013 (filed July
EX1007 |20,2011) (Serge Saxonov, Simant Dube, John F. Regan, applicants)
(“the ’013 Provisional™)

EX1008 | Intentionally Left Blank

U.S. Patent Application Publication No. US 2011/0312704 Al
“Silverbrook”

EX1010 | Intentionally Left Blank

EX1004

EX1005

EX1006

EX1009

EX1011 | Intentionally Left Blank

U.S. Patent No. 11,827,921 Infringement Claim Charts from
Infringement Contentions, served on March 21, 2024, ChromaCode,
Inc. et al. v. Bio-Rad Laboratories, Inc., Case No. 5:23-cv-06360,
N.D. Cal.

Internet Archive WayBackMachine, Feb. 22, 2024, archived copy of
Synbio Technologies, Precision and Accuracy with TagMan Probes,
https://synbio-tech.com/precision-and-accuracy-with-tagman-probes/,
https://web.archive.org/web/20240519044916/https://synbiotech.com/
precision-and-accuracy-with-tagman-probes/, accessed Sept. 12,
2024.

Pamela M. Holland, et al., “Detection of specific polymerase chain
reaction product by utilizing the 5° - 3’ exonuclease activity of

EX1012

EX1013

EX1014
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Thermus aquaticus DNA polymerase,” Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA,
Vol. 88, pp. 7276-7280, August 1991 Biochemistry “TagMan Paper”
Information Disclosure Statement from Prosecution File History of
U.S. Patent No. 10,770,170 filed on March 7, 2018

Information Disclosure Statement from Prosecution File History of
U.S. Patent No. 11,827,921 filed on May 1, 2020

U.S. Patent Application Publication No. US 2011/0250597 A1
“Larson”

EX1018 | Intentionally Left Blank

EX1015

EX1016

EX1017

EX1019 | Intentionally Left Blank

EX1020 | Intentionally Left Blank

EX1021 | Intentionally Left Blank

EX1022 | U.S. Patent No. 9,366,632 “Link”

Federal Judicial Caseload Statistics (2023), at

EX1023 | https://www.uscourts.gov/statistics-reports/analysis-reports/federal-
judicial-caseload-statistics

Civil Minutes - General, filed on December 7, 2023, Dkt No. 34,
EX1024 | ChromaCode, Inc. et al. v. Bio-Rad Laboratories, Case No. 2:23-cv-
08417, C.D. Cal.

PO’s Response to Non-Final Office Action from Prosecution File
History of U.S. Patent No. 11,827,921 filed on March 28, 2023
Final Rejection from Prosecution File History of U.S. Patent No.
11,827,921 filed on May 10, 2023

Joint Stipulation and Order Regarding Filing of Second Amended
Complaint and Amended Case Schedule, filed on March 27, 2024,
Dkt No. 53, ChromaCode, Inc. v. Bio-Rad Laboratories et al., Case
No. 5:23-cv-06360, N.D. Cal.

Amended Complaint for Patent Infringement of U.S. Patent Nos.
10,068,051 and 10,770,170, filed on October 13, 2023, Dkt No. 12,
ChromaCode, Inc. et al. v. Bio-Rad Laboratories, Case No. 2:23-cv-
08417, C.D. Cal.

PO’s Response to Final Office Action from Prosecution File History
of U.S. Patent No. 11,827,921 filed on July 10, 2023

EX1025

EX1026

EX1027

EX1028

EX1029
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EX1030 Non-Final Rejection from Prosecution File History of U.S. Patent No.
11,827,921 filed on December 28, 2022

EX1031 | Intentionally Left Blank

EX1032 | Intentionally Left Blank

EX1033 | U.S. Patent No. 9,441,266 “Larson patent”

EX1034 | Intentionally Left Blank

EX1035 | Intentionally Left Blank

Nucleic Acids, https://www.genome.gov/genetics-
glossary/NucleicAcids, updated July 7, 2024

Introduction of Molecular Beacons, https://molecular-
beacons.org/MB _introduction.html (downloaded July 10, 2024)
Shivaprasad H. Sathyanarayana and Lauren M. Wainman, “Chapter 2,
EX1038 | Laboratory approaches in molecular pathology: the polymerase chain
reaction,” Diagnostic Molecular Pathology, 2024

U.S. Patent No. 10,068,051 Infringement Claim Charts from
Infringement Contentions, served on March 21, 2024, ChromaCode,
Inc. et al. v. Bio-Rad Laboratories, Case No. 5:23-cv-06360, N.D.
Cal.

U.S. Patent No. 10,770,170 Infringement Claim Charts from
Infringement Contentions, served on March 21, 2024, ChromaCode,
Inc. et al. v. Bio-Rad Laboratories, Case No. 5:23-cv-06360, N.D.
Cal.

Order of Consolidation filed August 16, 2024, Dkt. No. 77,

EX1041 | ChromaCode, Inc. v. Bio-Rad Laboratories, Inc., Case No. 5:23-cv-
04823, N.D. Cal.

Order Reassigning Case filed August 20, 2024, Dkt. No. 78, In re:
EX1042 | ChromaCode Litigation, Case No. 5:23-cv-04823, Dkt. No. 78, N.D.
Cal.

Declaration of Carl A. Batt, Ph.D. in Support of Petitioner’s Reply to
Patent Owner’s Response

Deposition of Kevin Struhl, Ph.D., Bio-Rad Labs., Inc. v. Cal. Inst.
Tech., IPR2024-01451 (July 24, 2025)

EX1036

EX1037

EX1039

EX1040

EX1043

EX1044
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Transcript of Proceedings held on September 16, 2025, Dkt. No. 150,
EX1045 | ChromaCode, Inc. v. Bio-Rad Laboratories, Inc., Case No. 5:23-cv-
04823, N.D. Cal.

Order Granting in Part and Denying in Part Chromacode’s Motion for
Leave to Amend Infringement Contentions filed October 9, 2025,
Dkt. No. 154, ChromaCode, Inc. v. Bio-Rad Laboratories, Inc., Case
No. 5:23-¢cv-04823, N.D. Cal.

EX1046
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Pursuant to the Board’s November 20, 2025 Order Setting Oral Argument,
Petitioner submits its objections to Patent Owner’s demonstratives 37-39, which are
reproduced below and pertain to an unrelated IPR proceeding from roughly five

years ago involving Dropworks, Inc. and Petitioner:

Bio-Rad’s representations in a different IPR concerning a patent related to Bio-Rad argued a key aspect of Larson’s disclosure is having one target per

(continuation of) Larson droplet
(T [

Bio-Rad:

Additionally, partitioning DNA such that only one allele it t in each

droplet. a key aspect of the *310 patent's multiplexing approach. is taught away from

in Beer.

P
Larson (US 2011/0250597)

Paper 33 at 4-5; Dropworks, Inc. v. Bio-Rad Labs., Inc.,IPR2021-00212, Paper 6 at 36 (PTAB Mar. 8,2021) -

Paper 33 at 4-5; Dropworks, Inc. v. Bio-Rad Labs., Inc.,\PR2021-00212, Paper 6 at 36 (PTAB Mar. 8, 2021)

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT - NOT EVIDENCE

Bio-Rad argued that in Larson’s disclosure, each droplet “must” contain “only
one” target

This directly contradicts the

teachings of the "310 patent. which state that. in order to successfully perform

multiplex PCR. not only must each droplet contain only one DNA template but it

should preferentially be single stranded. See Ex. 1001 at 19:51-53 (“Having only

one haploid genome (i.e.. one allele) per droplet gives droplet PCR advantages over

standard singleplex or multiplex PCR in tubes or microwells.”). While Davies does

*+ || acknowledge that its droplets should only contain “one copy of the target.” it does

not acknowledge the difficulties of including double stranded DNA when

performing multiplex PCR. Ex. 100 at € 24,

Paper 33 at 4-5; Dropworks, Inc. v. Bio-Rad Labs., Inc., IPR2021-00212, Paper 6 at 36 (PTAB Mar. 8, 2021)

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT - NOT EVIDENCE

Petitioner objects to these demonstratives as prejudicial pursuant to Rule 403
and as reflecting untimely argument and evidence that, though publicly available for
roughly five years, was cited by PO only with its 3-page supplemental sur-reply

claim construction brief (at a time when Petitioner would have no further chance to
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respond), but that PO now inappropriately relies upon for purposes wholly unrelated

to claim construction.

Dated: January 2, 2026

Respectfully submitted,

/Derek C. Walter/

Derek C. Walter

Lead Counsel for Petitioner
Reg. No. 74,656

Jones Day

555 California Street, 26" Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of Petitioner’s Objections to
Demonstratives is being served on January 2, 2026, via electronic mail pursuant to

37 C.F.R. § 42.6(e) to the counsel for PO at the addresses below:

Jesse Salen

Martin Bader

Jamie Choi

Eric Gill

Sheppard, Mullin, Richter &Hampton LLP
12275 El Camino Real, Suite 100

San Diego, CA 92130-4092
jsalen@sheppardmullin.com
mbader@sheppardmullin.com
jchoi@sheppardmullin.com
egill@sheppardmullin.com

Legal Tm-Caltech-IPR@sheppardmullin.com

Dated: January 2, 2026 Respectfully submitted,

/Derek C. Walter/

Derek C. Walter

Lead Counsel for Petitioner
Reg. No. 74,656

Jones Day

555 California Street, 26" Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104




