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I. STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS IN DISPUTE 

Petitioners Huawei Device Co., Ltd, LG Electronics, Inc., and ZTE (USA) 

Inc. (“Petitioners”) did not submit a statement of material facts in their Petition for 

inter partes review.  Paper 1 (Petition).  Accordingly, no response to a statement 

of material facts is due pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.23(a), and no facts are 

admitted. 

II. INTRODUCTION 

Patent Owner Papst Licensing GMBH & Co., KG (“Patent Owner”) 

respectfully submits this Patent Owner Preliminary Response under 35 U.S.C. § 

313 and 37 C.F.R. § 42.107(a).  It is being timely filed on or before March 12, 

2017 pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.107(b). 

“The Director may not authorize an inter partes review to be instituted 

unless the Director determines that the information presented in the petition filed 

under section 311 and any response filed under section 313 shows that there is a 

reasonable likelihood that the petitioner would prevail with respect to at least 1 of 

the claims challenged in the petition.”  35 U.S.C. § 314(a).  Here, institution 

should be denied because Petitioners have failed to establish that there is a 

reasonable likelihood that they will prevail on their propositions of 

unpatentability. 
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