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I. INTRODUCTION 

U.S. Patent No. 10,804,740 (the “’740 patent,” Ex.1001) is generally 

directed to wireless power reception via electromagnetic induction, a concept long 

known and applied in consumer devices. The claimed “wireless power receiver” 

simply recites an obvious arrangement of the components commonly found in 

these devices. For example, portable telephones already included wireless power 

receivers with coils, adhesive layers, connection terminals, and connecting units—

all arranged as claimed—as illustrated in this petition. 

Accordingly, pursuant to 35 U.S.C. §§ 311, 314(a), and 37 C.F.R. § 42.100, 

Apple Inc. (“Petitioner”) respectfully requests that the Board review and cancel as 

unpatentable under (pre-AIA) 35 U.S.C. §103(a) claims 6, 7, 16, 17, 19, and 20 

(hereinafter, the “Challenged Claims”) of the ’740 patent. 

II. GROUNDS FOR STANDING 

Petitioner certifies that the ’740 patent is eligible for IPR and that Petitioner 

is not barred or estopped from requesting IPR challenging the patent claims. 37 

C.F.R. § 42.104(a).  

III. NOTE  

Petitioner cites to exhibits’ original page numbers. Emphasis in quoted 

material has been added. Claim terms are presented in italics. 
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