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ABSTRACT METHODOLOGY STATISTICAL RESULTS

Patents play a significant part in innovation and help individuals and companies
safeguard and retain ownership of their ideas. However, patent infringement is

common, and more than 2,500 patent infringement suits are filed each year. Dlaintiff w;:tasi:?:d 1\;][2:2; Value 10 1
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« Similarity scores between plaintiff claim and defendant disclosure have, on an
average, 50% higher impact on probability of infringement than any other scores

« The similarity scores on vectors, generated from the individual section text, using
the BERT for patents provides great results
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