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1. All emphasis in this brief added, unless otherwise indicated. 

2. All references to “Petition” herein refer to Paper No. 1, Petition for 
Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 10,261,648, filed by Petitioner on March 
31, 2020. 

3. All references to “Institution Decision” herein refer to Paper No. 7, 
Decision Granting Institution of Inter Partes Review, filed by the Patent Trial and 
Appeal Board on October 7, 2020. 
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