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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

____________ 
 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 
____________ 

 
UNIFIED PATENTS, INC.,  

Petitioner, 
v. 

MV3 PARTNERS LLC, 
Patent Owner. 
____________ 

 
Case IPR2019-00474 
Patent 8,863,223 B2 

____________ 
 

 
Before JEAN R. HOMERE, JUSTIN T. ARBES, and CHRISTOPHER M. 
KAISER, Administrative Patent Judges. 
 
HOMERE, Administrative Patent Judge. 
 

 
DECISION 

Granting Institution of Inter Partes Review 
35 U.S.C. § 314  

 
I. INTRODUCTION 

Unified Patents, Inc. (“Petitioner” or “Unified”) filed a Petition 

requesting inter partes review of claims 1–6, 8, 10–21, 23–38, 40, 42–53, 

and 55–61 (“the challenged claims”) of U.S. Patent No. 8,863,223 B2 

(Ex. 1001, “the ’223 patent”).  Paper 2 (“Pet.”).  Petitioner filed a 

Declaration of Anthony Wechselberger (Ex. 1003) with its Petition.  MV3 
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Partners, LLC (“Patent Owner”), filed a Preliminary Response.  Paper 6 

(“Prelim. Resp.”).  Patent Owner filed a Declaration of Dan Schonfeld, 

Ph.D. (Ex. 2001) with its Preliminary response.  Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 

42.4(a), we have the authority to determine whether to institute review. 

Under 35 U.S.C. § 314(a), an inter partes review may not be instituted 

unless the information presented in the petition “shows that there is a 

reasonable likelihood that the petitioner would prevail with respect to at 

least 1 of the claims challenged in the petition.”  On April 24, 2018, the 

Supreme Court held that, under 35 U.S.C. § 314, we may not institute 

review of fewer than all claims challenged in the petition.  SAS Inst., Inc. v. 

Iancu, 138 S. Ct. 1348, 1359–60 (2018).  For the reasons expressed below, 

we determine that, on this record, Petitioner has established a reasonable 

likelihood that it would prevail with respect to at least one of the challenged 

claims.  Accordingly, we institute an inter partes review as to the challenged 

claims on all grounds of unpatentability presented. 

A. Related Matters 
The parties indicate that the ’223 patent is involved in MV3 Partners 

LLC v. Roku, Inc., Civil Action No. 6:18-cv-00308 (W.D. Tex. Oct. 16, 

2018); MV3 Partners LLC v. Kohl’s Corp., Civil Action No. 6:18-cv-00373 

(W.D. Tex. Dec. 21, 2018); and MV3 Partners LLC v. Best Buy Co., Civil 

Action No. 6:18-cv-00374 (W.D. Tex. Dec. 21, 2018).  Pet. 66; Paper 4, 2.   
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B. The ’223 Patent 
The ’223 patent relates to a mobile set top box (“STB”) for 

forwarding and presenting on a large screen of an external display (e.g., 

HDTV monitor) multimedia content including packets using predefined 

protocols (e.g., MPEG, IP) transmitted from various networks (e.g., 3G, 

satellite) via unicast or multicast broadcasts to a small screen of an 

authenticated user’s mobile computing device.  Ex. 1001, Abstract, 1:11–13, 

2:58–61, 3:39–41, 4:5–8, 4:56–66, 5:15–17, 6:11–12.  Figure 2 below is 

illustrative. 
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Figure 2, reproduced above, depicts mobile STB (10) facilitating the 

display in standard television (14) of data broadcast in unicast or multicast to 

mobile computing device (20).  Id. at 4:47–51. 

In particular, as shown in Figure 2 above, the ’223 patent describes 

that mobile device (20) provides received multimedia content to mobile STB 

(10) via a docking port of docking station (22).  Id. at 4:47–60.  Upon 

determining the native size format of the multimedia content received from 

mobile device (20), mobile STB (10) determines the size format capable of 
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being displayed by external display (14), and upconverts the multimedia 

content from a small size format to a larger size format for display on 

external display (14).  Id. at 4:15–27, 33–39, 5:35–43. 

C. Illustrative Claim 

Of the challenged claims, claims 1, 30, and 32 are independent.  

Claim 1 is illustrative and is reproduced below with disputed limitations 

emphasized: 

1.  A mobile set top box comprising: 
 a docking port configured to accept a mobile computing 

device that has a native resolution of a first size format and 
receives media content from at least two different types of 
communications networks; 

a mobile device input that receives media content from the 
mobile computing device accepted in the docking port; 
 a television signal input that receives at least one type of 
television signal; 

a video processor configured to receive and process the 
media content from the mobile device input, the video processor 
including adaptive circuitry to process the media content 
transmitted from unicast and multicast broadcasts, and the video 
processor including circuitry and instructions operable to process 
a predefined protocol stack of video packets forming at least a 
portion of the media content; 

a processor coupled to an electronic storage, the electronic 
storage comprising instructions that, when executed, cause the 
processor to: 

execute an upconversion process by processing first media 
content from the mobile computing device, wherein the first 
media content includes digital video image information 
comprising a series of digital video frames, and is modified for 
display on a display device that is separate from the mobile set 
top box, the display device having a native display resolution of 
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