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Petitioner Chimei Innolux Corp. (“CMI” or “Petitioner”) respectfully 

requests inter partes review for claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-11, 13-18, 20-22, 24, 25, and 

27-29 of U.S. Patent No. 7,876,413 (the “‘413 patent,” attached as Ex. 1001) in 

accordance with 35 U.S.C. §§ 311–319 and 37 C.F.R. § 42.100 et seq. 

I. MANDATORY NOTICES 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(a)(1), CMI provides the following mandatory 

disclosures. 

A. Real Party-In-Interest 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1), Petitioner certifies that CMI is the real 

party-in-interest. 

B. Related Matters 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2), Petitioner states that the ‘413 patent is 

involved in the litigation styled Semiconductor Energy Laboratory Co., Ltd. V. 

Chimei Innolux Corp., et al., SACV12-0021-JST (C.D. Cal.), filed on January 5, 

2012. This litigation remains pending. The patents-in-suit are U.S. Patents 

7,876,413; 6,404,480; 7,697,102; 7,956,978; 8,068,204; and 7,923,311. 

This IPR petition is directed to U.S. Patent 7,876,413, however, petitions 

corresponding to the remaining patents have been filed previously, one remaining 

petition is forthcoming. To this end, the Patent Trial & Appeal Board (PTAB) may 

wish to consider consolidating the six (6) patents to a single panel of 

Administrative Patent Judges for administrative efficiency. Likewise, the PTAB is 
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