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I. INTRODUCTION 

Petitioners request inter partes review of claims 1-12 and 46-48 of U.S. Patent 

No. 7,447,686 (“the ’686 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 Claims 1-12 and 46-48 are obvious in view of InterViso, 
Selvaraj, and the knowledge of a POSITA. 

II. MANDATORY NOTICES, STANDING, AND FEES 

 Mandatory Notices 

Real Party-in-Interest: The real parties-in-interest are Petitioner World 

Programming Limited, Yum! Brands, Inc., Pizza Hut, Inc., Pizza Hut, LLC, and 

Angoss Software Corporation.  

Related Matters: The ’686 Patent is subject to a pending lawsuit entitled SAS 

Institute Inc. v. World Programming Limited et al., Case No. 2:18-cv-00295-JRG 

(E.D. Tex.) (the “Litigation”) in which Petitioner is the defendant. In addition, on 

the same day this Petition was filed, Petitioner concurrently filed one other Petition 

relating to the ’686 Patent. 
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