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

Petitioners are Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., Samsung Display Co., Ltd., 

and Sony Corporation (“Petitioners”). 

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

The real parties in interest for this petition for Inter Partes Review are 

Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.; Samsung Display Co., Ltd.; Samsung Electronics 

America, Inc.; Sony Corporation; Sony Electronics Inc.; and Sony Corporation of 

America. 

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

U.S. Patent No. 7,420,550 (“the ‘550 Patent”; Ex. 1001) is currently the 

subject of litigation against multiple defendants in the District of Delaware, captioned 

Surpass Tech Innovation LLC v. Samsung Display Co., Ltd. et al. (Civil Action No. 

1:14-cv-00337-LPS) and Surpass Tech Innovation LLC v. Sharp Corporation et al. 

(Civil Action No. 1:14-cv-00338-LPS). Other defendants in the litigation include 

Sharp Corporation; Sharp Electronics Corporation; Sharp Electronics Manufacturing 

Company of America, Inc.; Vizio, Inc. (DE Corp.) and Vizio, Inc. (CA Corp.). The 

litigation has been stayed in view of IPR2015-00022, filed on October 3, 2014, by 

the Sharp litigation defendants. The Patent Owner Preliminary Response was filed on 

January 15, 2015. (Ex. 1009) and the petition was denied March 10, 2015 in Paper 

No. 9. 
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