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1 As indicated in Section I.2, this Petition is being filed concurrently with 

three related Petitions. Several of the exhibits are being submitted with multiple 
petitions. The documents submitted with each petition are numbered sequentially 
as exhibits, and each submitted exhibit is given the same exhibit number if used in 
the related petitions. Ex. 1002 in each petition, however, is the prosecution history 
for that petition and will differ across petitions. Petitioner respectfully submits that 
its sequential exhibit numbering system complies with the requirements of the 
Patent Review Processing System and further minimizes any confusion to the 
parties and the Board in any instituted reviews. 
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