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1. “For Entire Market Value Rule to Apply, Patentee Must Prove That Other Valuable
Features Did Not Cause Customers to Purchase Product,” IPO Daily News. 2018 %9
A 21};] o

2. Power Integrations, Inc. v. Fairchild Semiconductor, Fed Circ. 2016-2691,
2017-1875. 2018#%#9* 20p -
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1. “IPR Petition was Time-Barred under Patent Act § 315(b),” IPO Daily News. 2018 +#
9% 28p -

2. Bennett Regulator Guards, Inc. v. Atlanta Gas Light Co. Fed Circ. 2017-1555,
2017-1626.2018 # 9 * 28 p -
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1. “FEDERAL CIRCUIT OVERTURNS JURY VERDICT OF INFRINGEMENT,"IPO
Daily News. 2018#% 10" 2p -

2. Wisconsin Alumni Research v. Apple Inc., Fed Circ. 2017-2265, 2017-2380. 2018 %9
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