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Petitioner Apple Inc. (“Apple” or “Petitioner”) requests inter partes review 

(“IPR”) of claims 1–28 (the “Challenged Claims”) of U.S. Patent No. 10,193,600 

(Ex. 1001, “the ’600 Patent”). 

I. INTRODUCTION 

The ’600 Patent is directed towards methods and apparatuses for “codebook 

subset restriction,” a well-known prior art technique used to assist in forming and 

directing antenna beams transmitted from a base station to a user device in a wireless 

communication network.  See Ex. 1001 at 1:13–18.  The purported novelty of the 

’600 Patent is applying the conventional codebook subset restriction technique in a 

manner that is “rank-agnostic” (See Ex. 1002 at 344), meaning that the technique is 

applied without regard to the number of beams of information the base station targets 

at the user device.  This Petition demonstrates, however, that applying the admittedly 

conventional technique of codebook subset restriction in a manner that is rank-

agnostic was obvious at the time of the alleged invention.  Petitioner therefore 

respectfully requests that the Challenged Claims be cancelled as invalid. 

II. CERTIFICATION OF GROUNDS FOR STANDING 

Petitioner certifies pursuant to Rule 42.104(a) that the ’600 Patent is available 

for IPR and that Petitioner is not barred or estopped from requesting an IPR of the 

Challenged Claims on the grounds identified in this Petition. 
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