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1001 U.S. Patent Publication No. 2002/0037097 to Hoyos ,
Hector ; et al. (“Hoyos” )

1002
U.S. Patent No. 8,379,914  (“ ̕ 914 Patent”) 

1003 U.S. Patent Publication No. 2005/0289182 to Pandian,
Suresh S. ; et al. (“Pandian”)

1004
U.S. Patent No. 5,862,243 to Baker, et al. (“Baker”)

1005 U.S. Patent Publication No. 2004/0093222 to Sipe ,
Wayne et al. (“Sipe”)

1006
U.S. Patent No. 7,877,403 to Schwalb (“Schwalb”)

1007
U.S. Patent No. 7,734,729 to Du, et al. (“Du”)

1008
U.S. Patent No. 6,749,120 to Hung et al. (“Hung”)

1009
U.S. Patent No. 7,826,665 to Bressan et al. (“Bressan”)

1010 U.S. Provisional Patent Application No. 61/561,772

1011 U.S. Patent Application No. 12/906,036

1012 U.S. Patent Application No. 12/778,943

1013 U.S. Patent Application Ser. No. 12/346,026

1014 U.S. Provisional Patent Application Ser. No. 61/022,279
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