VENABLE...

Spotlight On:

SV n s
April 30, 2024
Nov.2018 | | Jul.2019 e %.ic"quzu
ov. ul. Riabni® |[Jan, 2020|| Biosimilar
e i, maytf‘mg Sep- 2018 || giogimijar Biosimilar | |Nov. 2019|| aBLA || Biosimilar || __Riabni™
Nov. 1997 Jun. 2017 Rixathon ixathon Ruxience Truxima® Ruxience® || Biosimilar || Submitted ||Ruxience® || FDAApproval
Rituxan® Lo aBLA Complete aBLA FDA Approval | |FDAApproval| | Truxima® (| to FDA Launch || (GBLA 761140)
FDA Approval Truxima® aBLA Accepted Response Accepted || 2g) A 761088) (aBLA Launch (Amgen / J(&T{mgen / o
(BL 103705) Accepted by FDA by FDA Letter by FDA (Celltrion / 7(g1r 103)) Allergan) i ergan) i gr ) Msthiod ot
Celltrion / Te B gaon
(Genentech) Eteeiae (Sandoz) EREER, (Piizer) (=) - L 2% Treatment
Wi - 1] --
A | : | ] - — | > Como‘*tstltmn Litigation)
of Matter 29%
Litigation
Dec. 2014 e Mar. 2017 Apr. 2017 Oct. 2017 Dec. 2017 May 2018 Jul. 2023 b
IPR2015-00415, 00417, Ly IPR2017-01093, | |pR2017-01166, 01167 L i NEURPLLEI | |PR2018-01019 St
IPR2015 IPR2017 IPR2018-00285 e
Petitions Filed y 01094, 01227, 01229, Petitions Filed 02126 Petition Filed Celitrion v. Petition Filed S
[Terminated] 01733, 01744 |1 1 01230 Peitions Filed | | nsfitution Denied] 02127 Settled Genentech [Settied] =
o lctions tied [Institution Denied] || - ———© L il (4:18-cv-00276 aBLA Acceplad
IPR2015-00418 Petition i —————————— |lIPR2017-01168 Petition| || Petitions ; Dy FDA
- vt ; [Terminated] : IPR2018-00186 (N.D. Cal.)) Jul. 2018 :
Filed [Institution Denied] IPR2017-01095 || Fjleg [FWD- All Claims Filed SO it Filed i (Dr. Reddy's)
Petition Filed Unpatentable: Appeal [Institution 00231 Petitions omplaint Frile Celltrion v. .
Aug. 2016 [FWD-All Glaims 191364 Affrmed] Denied] || |Filed Terminated] | REERESS Genentech Waniachinng
IPR2016-01614 Petition Filed || Unpatentable; Appeal Dec. 2017 ——— | (1:18-cv-11553 Nov. 2023 i aton)
[FWD — No Claims Unpatentable; || 19-1253 Dismissed] Aug. 2017 Nov. 2017 Ceririoihiy Genentech v. | (D.N.J.)) Complaint B Genentech v 68%
Appeal 18-1924 Dismissed] ——=————— | | IPR2017-01923 Petition || |pR2018- ' Celltrion (1:18-§  Filed [Settled] Dr. Reddy's
Frz v in Filed [Setfied Sandoz cv-00574 |~ [l (1:23-cv-22485
IPR2016-01667 Petition Filed Petition Filed _ Filed[Seted] RSO | (1:17-cu-13507 (DNJ)) || Appeal 18-2161 DN
ituti i i - etition rile 5
[Institution Denied] [FWD - No Claims f§ IPR2017-02036, 02042 (institution (DAL Complaint Filed |70 4:18-cv-00276 18 o 1 i Pl “In lifigations, it has been alleged
Unpatentable; Appeal Petitions Filed L Complaint Filed [Settled] (N.D. Cal.) Filed [Settled] el D
VENABLE .. 181885 Settled] [Institution Denied] Denied] [Dismissed] [Dismissed] VENABLE ... infringed.
Terminated
Before —>» % 3 . inated After
e 1% 12% 15% O attution R tion
Decision 19% >

f=titution Institution No Claim No Claim

]
E -
g D;;':/e i oried ermi Unpatentable Unpatentable
E Institution & 19% 3% 18%
r Denied )
o 52%
5
g
5 Instituted g All Claims
> { No Claim All Claims
I | 66% Unpatentable Unpatentable Unpa;;;:hblu
- | }, ) ) : 20% 60%
| | L \ - - All Claims
Institution  Terminated Not Instituted Instituted On  Terminated Final Written Final Written Ungiefepstie
Decision Prior to AtleastOne  After  Decision(Not Decision 20%
Pending Institution Ground For At titution™ L (L )
Decision” Least One Rituximab Patent Biologic Drug IPRs MOT IPRs Rituximab Patent IPRs Biologic Drug IPRs MOTIPRs
Claim o M:; Rsum Rﬂ;""g"’ﬁﬂ% RI‘:;' '"':,'"‘:::_gs (All MOT) (N=10) (Not Including {NotIncluding
(Pending) ( T) ( ) mab) (N=172) mab) (| ) Rituximab) (N=103) Rituximab) (N=50)
VENABLE - *Joinder counted as separate decisions VENABLE e *Joirider counled as separate decisions VEN ABLE... sl Cinte e St dbciiond

FWD = Final Written Decision

NABLLE...

BIOLOGICSHQ.COM Vi



BIOLOGICS

Spotlight On:

VENABLE...

April 30, 2024

Genentech | Genentech
v. Celltrion | v. Celltrion
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6,586,206 X
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7,976,838 X X

Celltrion v.
Genentech
4:18-cv-00276
(N.D. Cal.)

Dismissed;
Appeal No. 18-
2161
Dismissed
Cont’d below

x

x

X X X X X

X X X X

x

Genentech
v. Sandoz
1:17-cv-
13507
(D.N.J.)
Dismissed

Cont’d
below

Genentech
v. Dr.
Reddy’s
1:23-cv-
22485
(D.N.J.)
Settled
Cont’d
below

Celltrion v.
Genentech
IPR2017-
01230
Institution
denied

Celltrion v.
Genentech
IPR2017-01227
Institution
denied

Celltrion v.
Genentech
IPR2015-
01733
Petitioner
dismissed
prior to
institution
decision

Boehringer
Ingelheim v.
Genentech
IPR2015-00417
Petitioner
request for
adverse
judgment after
institution

Pfizer v.
Genentech
IPR2017-
02126
Institution
denied

Celltrion v.
Genentech
IPR2016-

01667
Institution
denied

Boehringer
Ingelheim v.
Genentech
IPR2015-00415
Petitioner
request for
adverse
judgment after
institution

Pfizer v.
Genentech
IPR2017-
01923
Settled after
institution

Celltrion v.
Genentech
IPR2015-
01744
Petitioner
dismissed
prior to
institution
decision

Sandoz v.
Genentech
IPR2017-
02036
Institution
denied

Pfizer v. Genentech
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(Joined with
IPR2016-01614)
FWD (no instituted
claim unpatentable);
Appeal 18-1885
dismissed (settled)

Celltrion v.
Genentech
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FWD (no
instituted claim
unpatentable);
Appeal 18-1924
dismissed

Celltrion v.
Genentech
IPR2018-01019
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IPR2017-01923;
Settled after
institution

Sandoz v.
Genentech
IPR2017-02042
Institution
denied
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v. Celltrion
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Celltrion v.
Genentech
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(N.D. Cal.)
Dismissed;
Appeal No. 18-
2161 Dismissed
(Cont’d)
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rehearing
withdrawn

Pfizer v. Biogen
IPR2018-00285
Settled after institution

Celltrion v. Biogen Pfizer v.
IPR2017-01095 Pfizer v. Biogen
FWD (All instituted Biogen IPR2018-
claims IPR2018- 00231
unpatentable); 00186 Petitioner
Appeal 19-1253 Terminated dismissed
dismissed as to after prior to
US, settled with institution institution
Celltrion decision

BIOLOGICSHQ.COM

Chart continued on next page

VENABLE...



BIOLOGICS —_—— Spotlight On: —— VENABLE...

April 30, 2024

Genentech v. Dr. Reddy’s
1:23-cv-22485 (D.N.J.)

Settled
(Cont’d)

10,017,732 X
10,336,983 X
10,450,379 X
10,654,940 X
10,662,237 X
10,676,710 X
10,759,866 X
10,829,732 X
10,982,003 X

Technology: Rituximab is a chimeric murine/human monoclonal antibody that is directed against the CD20 antigen. CD20 is a protein
that is primarily found on the surface of immune system B cells. CD20 is involved in cell growth and differentiation.
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