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1101 U.S. Patent No. 8,504,746 (“the ’746 patent”) 
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1103 Declaration of Dr. Paul F. Reynolds, Ph.D. (“Reynolds Decl.”) 

1104 Papst Litigation Claim Constructions 
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and Coordination of American National Standards, Approved by the 

ANSI Board of Directors (Sept. 9, 1993). 
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1108 Frank G. Fiamingo, “Unix System Administration,” The Ohio State 
University (1996) 
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