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VMware, Inc. (“Petitioner”) petitions for Inter Partes Review (“IPR”) under 

35 U.S.C. §§ 311-319 and 37 C.F.R. § 42 of claims 1-9 (“the Challenged Claims”) 

of U.S. Patent No. 6,978,346 (“the ’346 patent” or “the Baek patent”). As 

explained in this petition, there exists a reasonable likelihood that Petitioner will 

prevail with respect to each of the Challenged Claims.  

The Challenged Claims are unpatentable based on teachings set forth in the 

references presented in this petition. Petitioner submits that an IPR should be 

instituted, and that the Challenged Claims should be cancelled as unpatentable.  

I. MANDATORY NOTICES UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 42.8 (a) (1)  

A. Real Party-In-Interest Under 37 C.F.R. § 42.8 (b) (1)  

Petitioner VMware, Inc. is the real party-in-interest.  

B. Related Matters Under 37 C.F.R. § 42.8 (b) (2)  

The ’346 patent is the subject of a number of civil actions in the District 

Court for Delaware: Civil Action Nos. 1-13-cv-01152; 1-13-cv-01151; 1-13-cv-

01150; 1-13-cv-01088; 1-13-cv-01089; 1-13-cv-01090; 1-13-cv-00928; 1-13-cv-

00927; 1-13-cv-00931; 1-13-cv-00932; 1-13-cv-00930; 1-13-cv-00929; 1-13-cv-

00926; 1-12-cv-01629; 1-12-cv-01625; 1-12-cv-01627; 1-12-cv-01624; 1-12-cv-

01628; and 1-12-cv-01626.  

The ’346 patent is also the subject of IPR No. IPR2013-00635 and petitions 

for IPR Nos. IPR2014-00949 and IPR2014-00976.  
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