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“format the key code for transmission to the
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Petitioner has not shown that Rye or Skerlos
discloses, teaches, or suggests Element [1.4.3]:
“transmit the formatted key code to the second
device in a key code signal via use of the
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Petitioner has not shown that Rye or Skerlos
discloses, teaches, or suggests Element [1.4.5]:
“wherein the codeset further comprises time

..........................

information that describes how a digital one and/or

a digital zero within the selected one of the
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