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I. INTRODUCTION 

Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. (“Petitioner”) respectfully requests inter partes 

review of claim 8 of U.S. Patent No. 7,039,435 (“the ’435 patent”).  This petition is 

substantially identical to the petition in ZTE (USA), Inc. v. Bell Northern Research, 

LLC, IPR2019-01365 (“the ZTE IPR” or “the ZTE proceeding”), which the Board 

instituted on February 11, 2020.  The ZTE IPR challenged claims 1-3 and 6, but not 

claim 8.  This petition addresses claim 8 based on the same grounds (i.e., based on 

the same prior art combinations) as grounds 1-5 in the ZTE IPR petition (claim 8 

depends from claim 1) and excludes the analysis of claims 2-3 and 6 which are not 

challenged in this Petition.  (See Ex. 1024, illustrating changes between the instant 

petition and the petition in IPR2019-01365.)  Thus, the substantive difference 

between this petition and the ZTE IPR petition is the inclusion of the claim 8 

challenge and its associated analysis.  Because claim 8 depends from claim 1 

Petitioner includes the same positions for claim 1 as presented in the ZTE IPR before 

addressing challenged claim 8. 

II. MANDATORY NOTICES UNDER 37 C.F.R § 42.8(a)(1) 

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

The real parties-in-interest are Samsung Electronics America, Inc. and 

Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. 
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