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CERTIFICATE OF INTEREST 

Counsel for Plaintiffs-Appellees certifies the following: 

1.  The full name of every party or amicus represented by me is: 

Sumitomo Dainippon Pharma Co., Ltd. 

Sunovion Pharmaceuticals Inc. 

 
2.  The names of the real parties in interest represented by me are: 

Sumitomo Dainippon Pharma Co., Ltd. 

Sunovion Pharmaceuticals Inc. 

 
3.  All parent corporations and any publicly held companies that own 10 percent or 
more of the stock of the party or amicus curiae represented by me are: 

Sumitomo Dainippon Pharma Co., Ltd.:  Sumitomo Chemical Co., Ltd.; 

Sunovion Pharmaceuticals Inc.:  Dainippon Sumitomo Pharma America 
Holdings, Inc., Sumitomo Dainippon Pharma Co., Ltd., Sumitomo Chemical 
Co., Ltd. 

 
4.  The names of all law firms and the partners or associates that appeared for 
Sumitomo Dainippon Pharma Co., Ltd. and Sunovion Pharmaceuticals Inc. in 
proceedings before the district court or are expected to appear in this Court are: 

PAUL HASTINGS LLP:  Preston K. Ratliff II, Joseph M. O’Malley, Jr., 
Bruce M. Wexler, Imtiaz Yakub, Nao Takada, Mi Zhou, Leo C. DeSesso, 
Mark Russell Sperling, and Stephen B. Kinnaird 
 
SAUL EWING LLP:  Charles M. Lizza and William C. Baton 

 
Date:  June 26, 2017  By:       /s/ Preston K. Ratliff II       

  Preston K. Ratliff II 
  PAUL HASTINGS LLP 
  200 Park Avenue     

        New York, NY 10166 
    (212) 318-6000 
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