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Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 311 and 37 C.F.R. § 42.100, Lenovo Holding 

Company, Inc., Lenovo (United States) Inc. and Motorola Mobility LLC (“Lenovo”) 

petition for inter partes review (“IPR”) of Claims 1, 8-13, and 20-24 (the 

“Challenged Claims”) of U.S. Patent No. 8,510,407 (“’407 Patent”), owned by 

DoDots Licensing Solutions LLC (“PO”).  

I. REQUIREMENTS FOR IPR

A. Standing 

Lenovo hereby certifies that the ’407 Patent is available for IPR and that 

Lenovo is not barred or estopped from requesting IPR of the Challenged Claims.  

B. Challenges

This IPR presents the following grounds: 

Ground Claims Basis for Rejection 

1 Claims 1, 9-13, and 21-24 103: Hoff, Berg & Nazem or Admitted Prior 
Art

2 Claims 8 and 20 103: Hoff, Berg, Nazem or Admitted Prior 
Art, & Fortin 

3 Claims 1, 9-13, and 21-24 103: Razavi & Anderson

4 Claims 8 and 20 103: Razavi, Anderson & Fortin

While Hoff, Razavi, and Nazem appear on the face of the ’407 Patent, they 

were not substantively applied or discussed during prosecution. Berg, Anderson, and 

Fortin were not cited during prosecution. 
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