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I. INTRODUCTION 

Ericsson Inc. and Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson (collectively, 

“Petitioners”) request inter partes review (“IPR”) under 35 U.S.C. §§ 311-319 and 

37 C.F.R. § 42.100 et seq. of Claims 1, 2, 4, 12, 13, and 15 of U.S. Patent No. 

7,412,517 (“the ’517 Patent”).  

Petitioners assert that there is a reasonable likelihood that the challenged 

claims are unpatentable and request review of, and cancellation of, the challenged 

claims under 35 U.S.C. § 103. 

Summary of Unpatentability Grounds 

Ground Summary
1 The Combination of Passas-I and Sriram Renders Claims 1, 2, 4, 

12, 13, and 15 Obvious Under 35 U.S.C. § 103
2 The Combination of Passas-I, Sriram, and Lin Renders Claims 

1, 2, 4, 12, 13, and 15 Obvious Under 35 U.S.C. § 103.
3 The Combination of Passas-I, Sriram, and Pasternak Renders 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 12, 13, and 15 Obvious Under 35 U.S.C. § 103.
4 The Combination of Passas-I, Sriram, Pasternak, and Lin 

Renders Claims 1, 2, 4, 12, 13, and 15 Obvious Under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103.

II. MANDATORY NOTICES, STANDING, AND FEES 

Mandatory Notices 

Real Party in Interest: The real parties in interest are Ericsson Inc. and 

Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson. 
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