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I. UPDATED EXHIBIT LIST 

The following Updated Exhibit List is provided in accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 

42.63(e): 

UPDATED EXHIBIT LIST 

Number  Brief Description 

1001 
U.S. Patent No. 8,962,059 

(“’059 Patent”) 

1002 
Prosecution History of U.S. Patent No. 8,962,059  

(“’059 Prosecution”)1 

1003 
Assignment Records of U.S. Patent No. 8,962,059  

(“’059 Assignment Records”) 

1004 

Superior Oil Company, Inc. v. Solenis Technologies 

L.P., United States District Court for the District of 

Delaware, C.A. No. 15-0183-GMS, Notice of 

Dismissal, June 11, 2015  

(“Interference Dismissal”) 

                                                 
1 As available from PAIR. 
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UPDATED EXHIBIT LIST 

Number  Brief Description 

1005 
Declaration of David A. Rockstraw, Ph.D., P.E. 

(“Rockstraw Decl.”) 

1006 
U.S. Patent No. 4,702,798  

(“Bonanno”) 

1007 

George Alther, “Put the Breaks On,” Chemical 

Engineering, Vol. 5, No. 3 (March 1998)  

(“Alther”) 

1008 

“The HLB System a time-saving guide to emulsifier 

selection,” ICI Americas Inc. (March 1980) 

(“ICI”) 

1009 

Pasupati Mukerjee and Karol J. Mysels, “Critical 

Micelle Concentrations of Aqueous Surfactant 

Systems,” Nat. Stand. Ref. Data Ser., Nat. Bur. Stand. 

(Feb. 1971)  

(“Mukerjee”) 
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