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2 OPTOLUM, INC. v. CREE, INC.

Before LOURIE, TARANTO, and HUGHES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURIAM.

OptoLum, Inc. (“OptoLum”) asks us to reverse a dis-
trict court decision finding prosecution history disclaimer
and estoppel, in addition to excluding certain expert testi-
mony. Although there is room for debate regarding the
statements made during prosecution that sit at the core of
this case, prosecution history disclaimer and estoppel are
legal questions on which we agree with the district court.
We have considered OptoLum’s remaining arguments but
find them unpersuasive. For the foregoing reasons, the de-
cision of the district court is affirmed.

AFFIRMED



