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This Corrected Petition for Inter Partes Review is filed in response to the Notice 

of Filing Date Accorded to Petition dated August 5, 2015 (Paper No. 3). which 

required Petitioner to add information from Exhibit 1018 to the Statement of Related 

Matters section at page 1 of the Petition. (“The statement of related matters at page 1 

of the Petition must be corrected to include the information provided in the first 

bullet point of page 1 of Exhibit 1018 and the fifth and sixth bullet points of page 3 

of Exhibit 1018.”). Petitioner has added this requested information. Also, the format 

of the claim construction section (Part VIII.A) has been edited to move FIG. 1 to the 

end of the section. This Corrected Petition contains no substantive changes, and no 

other changes have been made. 
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