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I. INTRODUCTION 

Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 317(a), 37 C.F.R. § 42.74, and the Board’s 

authorization e-mail of May 4, 2023, Petitioners Sony Group Corporation (Japan), 

Sony Corporation of America, Sony Interactive Entertainment LLC, Sony Pictures 

Entertainment Inc., and Sony Electronics Inc. (collectively “the Sony Petitioners”) 

and Patent Owner MZ Audio Science, LLC jointly request termination of the 

Sony Petitioners from IPR2022-01544 as a result of a settlement.  Petitioner 

Verance Corporation (“Verance”) will remain as the sole Petitioner in the IPR.  

Verance does not oppose this request to terminate the Sony Petitioners. 

Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 317(b) and 37 C.F.R. § 42.74(b), a true copy of the 

written settlement agreement is being filed herewith as Exhibit 1058.  This 

agreement resolves the dispute between Patent Owner and the Sony Petitioners 

concerning U.S. Patent No. 7,289,961 (“the ‘961 patent”).  Patent Owner and the 

Sony Petitioners certify that there are no collateral agreements or understandings 

made in connection with, or in contemplation of, the termination of this IPR.  

Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 317(b) and 37 C.F.R. § 42.74(c), and the Board’s 

authorization e-mail, a Joint Request that the Settlement Agreement Be Treated as 

Business Confidential Information is being filed concurrently, and the copy of the 

agreement (Ex. 1058) is being filed as Board and Parties Only. 
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