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Owing to an unfortunate error during the production process, Table 9 was published

with incorrect spanning of table headers. Therefore, it has been corrected with this

erratum (Table 9).

The online version of the original article can be found under doi:10.1007/s10657-016-9529-0.
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Table 9 Outcomes of German cases with parallel casea in UK, France and Netherlands (2000–2008)

Columns for each jurisdiction-pair add up to 100 %; for example, of all parallel cases in DE–UK where

infringement was found in Germany (100 %), 66.7 % of these parallel cases in the UK held the patent

infringed and 33.3 % revoked the patent in the UK
a Parallel cases have been identified on the basis of patent numbers as well as claimants and defendants
b Number of cases for which information on case outcome available
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