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Résumé :  
 
For all of the scholarly attention paid to the concept of dilution in U.S. and European 
trademark law, the antidilution cause of action has had no significant effect on the 
outcomes of or remedies issuing from trademark cases in these two jurisdictions. The 
cause of action has largely been a dead letter. Drawing from quantitative and 
qualitative analyses of antidilution case law in the U.S. and Europe, this presentation 
will consider why antidilution law has failed so dramatically to effect outcomes and 
how the effectiveness of the law might be improved. 
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