PTAB and district courts use different standards for settling patent claims now. 
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Unlike juries and most District Court judges, the administrative patent judges (APJs) at the PTAB have both technical and legal training along with many years of patent litigation and/or prosecution experience. As such, the APJs can more readily understand the technology at issue and reach decisions related to prior art faster. The parties to IPR proceedings can also make more advanced technical arguments at the PTAB than would be practical in a jury trial.
The burden of proof on patent challengers in PTAB proceedings is more favorable than that of District Court. In District Court, there is a statutory presumption of validity, and each patent claim must be shown to be invalid by 'clear and convincing' evidence. At the PTAB, there is no presumption of validity, and the petitioner need only establish that a claim is unpatentable by a 'preponderance of the evidence' -- a much lower standard than 'clear and convincing' evidence.
For a foreign company thrust into patent litigation in the U.S., the parallel paths of District Court and PTAB proceedings are often necessary to achieve a company's goals toward settlement leverage, early termination or stay of the litigation, and heightened technical fluency in assessing the prior art.
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