Acronyms and Abbreviations

AIDS
AUTM
BDA
CAFC
CIMIT
CFR
CEU
CSIR
DOD
DOE
EU
FDA
GAO
HIV

IP

IPA
JHU
NACUA
NASA
NIH
R&D
SCOTUS
UK
U.S.
UsC

Acquired Immune Deficiency Syndrome
Association of University Technology Managers
Bayh-Dole Act

Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit

Center for Integration of Medicine and Innovative Technology

Code of Federal Regulations

Council of the European Union

Council of Scientific and Industrial Research in India
Department of Defense

Department of Energy

European Union

Food and Drug Administration (USA)

Government Accountability Office

Human Immunodeficiency Virus

Intellectual Property

Institutional Patent Agreement

Johns Hopkins University

National Association of College and University Attorneys
National Aeronautics and Space Administration
National Institutes of Health

Research and Development

Supreme Court of the United States

United Kingdom

United States

United States Code
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