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1. “Lululemon Drops Design Patent Suit against Under Armour,”_IPO Daily
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2. “Lululemon Drops Under Armour Patent Lawsuit Over Sports Bras,”
Bloomberg. 2017 # 10 * 31 p -

<https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2017-10-31/lululemon-drops-u
nder-armour-patent-lawsuit-over-sports-bras>
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