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Apple petitions for Inter Partes Review (“IPR”) of claims 1-20 (“the 

Challenged Claims”) of U.S. Patent No. 10,517,133 (“the ’133 patent”).  As 

explained in this petition, there exists a reasonable likelihood that Apple will 

prevail on the Challenged Claims.   

I. REQUIREMENTS FOR IPR 

A. Grounds for Standing 

Apple certifies that the ’133 patent is available for IPR.  Apple is not barred 

or estopped from requesting this review of the Challenged Claims.   

B. Challenge and Relief Requested 

Petitioner requests IPR of the Challenged Claims on the following grounds: 

Ground Claims §103 Basis 

1 1-20 Schliwa-Bertling in view of 3GPP ’279   

2A 1-5 3GPP ’208  

2B 6-20 3GPP ’208 in view of Van Lieshout  

 

The following table summarizes the prior art basis for each reference relied 

on by the present Petition with respect to the earliest effective filing date (February 

15, 2018, hereinafter the “Critical Date”): 

Reference Dates 

3GPP ’208 
(APPLE-1004) 

12/01/2017 (published) 
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