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I. INTRODUCTION 

Cisco Systems, Inc. (“Cisco”), Microsoft Corporation (“Microsoft”), 

Amazon.com, Inc., Amazon Web Services, Inc., and Amazon.com Services LLC 

(“Amazon”) (collectively, “Petitioner”) respectfully submit this Motion for Joinder 

(“Motion”) together with a Petition (“Copycat Petition”) for Inter Partes Review 

(IPR) of U.S. Patent No. 10,154,092 (“’092 Patent”).  The ’092 Patent is the subject 

of another proceeding before the Patent Office, Google LLC v. LS Cloud Storage 

Technologies, LLC, IPR2023-00120 (“Google IPR”).  Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 315(c) 

and 37 C.F.R. § 42.122(b), Petitioner respectfully requests institution of inter partes 

review of the same claims of the ’092 Patent challenged in the Google IPR based on 

the same grounds presented in the Google IPR and further requests joinder with the 

Google IPR. 

Petitioner’s request for joinder is timely because it is made before an 

institution decision has been issued by the Board in the Google IPR.  Further, 

Petitioner’s joinder will not unduly burden or prejudice the parties to the Google IPR 

and will efficiently resolve the patentability of the ’092 Patent in a single IPR 

proceeding.  The Copycat Petition is substantively identical to the Google IPR 

petition (“Google Petition”).  The Copycat Petition seeks review of the same patent 

claims challenged in the Google IPR, advances the same grounds for unpatentability 

advanced in the Google IPR, and relies on the same evidence (including expert 
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