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Sony Corp., Sony Electronics Inc., Sony Mobile Communications AB, and 

Sony Mobile Communications (USA) Inc., (collectively “Sony”) and LG 

Electronics, Inc., LG Electronics USA, Inc., and LG Electronics Mobilecomm 

USA, Inc., (collectively “LG”) (collectively “Petitioners”) petition for Inter Partes 

Review (“IPR”) under 35 U.S.C. §§ 311–319 and 37 C.F.R. § 42 of claims 4-6, 11, 

12,1 and 19-24 (“the Challenged Claims”) of U.S. Patent No. 7,296,121 (“the ‘121 

Patent”) based on the substantively identical grounds as instituted for the pending 

IPR Proceeding, IPR2015-00163. For the exact same reasons previously 

considered by the Board, on the exact same schedule, Petitioners respectfully seek 

to join IPR2015-00163.  

In this petition, Petitioners assert substantively identical arguments that the 

Board has already instituted in IPR2015-00163. This petition does not add to or 

alter any argument that has already been considered by the Board, and this petition 

does not seek to expand the grounds of unpatentability that the Board has already 

instituted or subject to reconsideration. Accordingly, and as explained below, there 

exists a reasonable likelihood that Petitioners will prevail in demonstrating 

                                                 
1 Claim 12 is subject to a Motion for Reconsideration in the Apple IPR. See 

IPR2015-00163, Paper 20. Petitioners include claim 12 here merely to conform to 

the Apple IPR petition and current motions. 
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