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s Egyptian Goddess, Inc. v. Swisa, Inc., 543 F.3d 665, 679 (Fed. Cir. 2008) (en banc).
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an article of manufacture may obtain a patent therefor”) (emphasis added).
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Egyptian Goddess, Inc. v. Swisa, Inc., 543 F.3d 665, 670 (Fed. Cir. 2008) (en banc).
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High Point Design LLC v. Buyer’s Direct, Inc., 730 F.3d 1301, 1311-12 (Fed. Cir. 2013).
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