




“give evidence tending to separate or apportion the

[infringer]’s profits and the patentee's damages between the patented

feature and the unpatented features, and such evidence must be reliable

and tangible, and not conjectural or speculative.”

Garretson v. Clark, 111 U.S. 120, 121 (1884)

Rite-Hite v. Kelly 

Lucent v Gateway –

LaserDynamics v. Quanta Computer

Cornell Univ. v. 
Hewlett-Packard Co.
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