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I. INTRODUCTION 

Google Inc. (“Petitioner”) petitions for Inter Partes Review (“IPR”) of 

claims 1, 2, and 24-39 of U.S. Patent 8,724,622 (“the ’622 patent”).   

II. MANDATORY NOTICES UNDER 37 C.F.R § 42.8 

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

Google Inc. is the Petitioner.  Google is a real party-in-interest in this 

proceeding, along with Motorola Mobility LLC, Huawei Device Co., Ltd., Huawei 

Device USA, Inc., Huawei Investment & Holding Co., Ltd., Huawei Technologies 

Co., Ltd., and Huawei Device (Dongguan) Co., Ltd. 

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

Patent Owner filed a complaint on September 6, 2016 in the U.S. District 

Court for the Eastern District of Texas (Case No. 2:16-cv-992) alleging that 

Motorola Mobility LLC infringed the ’622 patent.  The complaint was served on 

September 13, 2016.  Patent Owner also filed a complaint on September 6, 2016 

(Case No. 2:16-cv-994) alleging that Huawei Device USA, Inc. and Huawei 

Technologies USA, Inc. infringed the ’622 patent (the complaint was also served 

on September 13, 2016).  On October 6, 2016, Patent Owner filed an amended 

complaint, which eliminated Huawei Technologies USA, Inc. as a defendant and 

added Huawei Device Co., LTD., as a defendant.   
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