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Item 8.01. OTHER EVENTS

On February 22, 2016, a Federal judge of the U.S. District Court for the District of Connecticut entered an order granting a motion by Applera (now Life Technologies, Inc.), in
the action entitled Enzo Biochem, Inc., Enzo Life Sciences, Inc. and Yale University v. Applera Corp. and Tropix, Inc., for summary judgment essentially stating that none of
the asserted claims of Enzo’s United States Patent No. 5,449,767 are infringed. The case originally was decided by summary judgment in Applera’s favor, but that judgment
was reversed on appeal. After the case returned to the District of Connecticut court, judgment was entered in Enzo’s favor after a jury trial resulted in a verdict for Enzo. Upon
appeal of that judgment to the Federal Circuit Court, the case was again remanded back to the district court. The Company believes this latest decision is in error and Enzo will
therefore appeal the decision. This matter has no impact on other infringement cases Enzo has pending.
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