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iLife (“Petitioner”) hereby seeks inter partes review of Claims 1-3, 7, 12, 

and 42 (“the Challenged Claims”) of U.S. Patent No. 6,809,490 (Ex. 1001 (the 

“’490 patent”)).  The Challenged Claims of the ’490 patent do not claim anything 

new; they claim previously-known operational modes for mobile robots.  The 

Challenged Claims in the patent should therefore be canceled for the reasons 

described in this Petition.  

I. MANDATORY NOTICES UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(a)(1) FOR INTER 
PARTES REVIEW 

A. Real Party in Interest Under 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1) 

The real parties-in-interest in this Petition are: Shenzhen Zhiyi Technology 

Co. Ltd. d/b/a iLife and iRobot Corp. 

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

There is a pending proceeding before the U.S. International Trade 

Commission that involves the Challenged Claims of the ’233 patent: In re Certain 

Robotic Vacuum Cleaning Devices And Components Thereof Such As Spare Parts, 

Investigation No. 337-TA-1057 (the “ITC Investigation”).   

There is also a federal district court litigation filed by iRobot Corporation 

against Petitioner that also involves the Challenged Claims of the ’233 patent: 

iRobot Corp. v. Shenzhen Zhiyi Technology Co. Ltd. d/b/a iLife, Case No. 1:17-cv-

10652 (D. Mass.) (the “District Court Case”).  
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