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Petitioners rely upon these statements concerning the 
experiment of Table 8.7 (“ISI”):
Apparently, the best combination is to use tm and cc. 
Regression methods lead to a combined similarity computation 
which is a 5% improvement over terms alone. 
Fox Dec. at ¶ 64; Fox Thesis at 246.

Of all the subvectors, terms are best, though co-citations are 
not much worse. Author subvectors are not worthwhile, alone 
or in combination. Using regression or guessed at coefficients, 
the tm and cc combination yields a 5-6% improvement over 
the performance when terms alone are used. 
Fox Dec. at ¶ 65 Fox Thesis at 247; ‘352 Jacobs Decl., IPR2013-00478 Ex. 2113, at ¶ 287; IPR2013-00478 POR 
at 32-34.
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Fox Thesis, IPR2013-00478 Exhibit 1009 at 241-256; ‘352 Jacobs Decl., IPR2013-00478 Ex. 2113, at ¶ 287; IPR2013-00478 POR at 32-34.

‘352 Jacobs Decl., IPR2013-00478 Ex. 2113, at ¶ 289.
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Fox thesis states:
“Mild improvements for ISI suggested further testing and so  
the CACM collection was considered.”

‘352 Jacobs Decl., IPR2013-00478 Ex. 2113, at ¶  289 (citing Fox Thesis at 283); ‘352 Jacobs Decl., IPR2013-
00478 Ex. 2113, at ¶ 287; IPR2013-00478 POR at 32-34.
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