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! Riverwood Int’l Corp. v. R.A. Jones & Co., 324 F.3d 1346, 1354 (Fed. Cir. 2003) (“valid prior art may be created by
admissions of parties”); Constant v. Advanced Micro-Devices Inc., 848 F.2d 1560, 1570 (Fed. Cir. 1988) (“Constant's own
admission during prosecution that this could be accomplished by the routineer is strong evidence to the contrary and is
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2 Qualcomm Inc. v. Apple Inc., Appeal Nos. 2020-1558, -1559,  F.4 2022 WL 288013 (Fed. Cir. Feb. 1, 2022).
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3 USPTO Memorandum of August 18, 2020, “Treatment of Statements of the Applicant in the Challenged Patent in Inter
Partes Reviews under § 311,” (Aug. 18, 2020), available at
https://www.uspto.gov/sites/default/files/documents/signed aapa guidance memo.pdf.
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