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1 Case IPR2015-00074 has been joined with this proceeding. 
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2 Petitioners’ are filing and serving concurrently with this paper Petitioners’ 

Updated Exhibit List in its entirety.  37 C.F.R. § 42.63(e). 
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STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS IN DISPUTE 

Patent Owner did not submit a statement of material facts in its Patent 

Owner Response.  Accordingly, Petitioners’ Reply need not provide a response 

pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.23(a), and no facts are admitted. 

 
 
 

ABBREVIATIONS 

Pet. ZTE’s Second Corrected Petition for Inter Partes Review 

Prelim. Resp. Patent Owner’s Preliminary Response 

PO Resp. Patent Owner’s Response 
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