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PETITION FOR INTER PARTES REVIEW UNDER 
37 C.F.R. § 42.100 

In accordance with 35 U.S.C. § 311 and 37 C.F.R. § 42.100, Petitioners re-

spectfully requests inter partes review of Claims 1-25 of U.S. Patent No. 8,566,960 

(Ex. 1001). 

Petitioners’ undersigned representatives authorize the Director to charge any 

fees required by 37 C.F.R. § 42.15(a) and not submitted with the Petition to Depos-

it Account No. 50-0665, charge number 122235.0002. 
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