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Pursuant to the Board’s email dated February 15, 2024, Nokia of America
Corporation, Ericsson Inc., and T-Mobile USA, Inc. (“Petitioners”) submit this
Reply to Patent Owner’s Preliminary Response (Paper 8, “POPR”). Patent Owner
manipulates Petitioners’ analysis of the Grounds, incorrectly inferring statements
from the Petition that were never made, and contradicts its own infringement
contentions in an effort to convince the Board that Petitioners’ references do not
cover certain claim limitations. Patent Owner’s Fintiv case is no better, turning on
the fact that “there are no ‘compelling merits’ because Petitioners’ asserted grounds
for invalidity are particularly weak™ and Petitioners “present[] no Sotera
stipulation.” POPR, 35-36.

Patent Owner attacks Grounds 1 and 2 by arguing that “Genossar teaches that
the alleged signal-related parameter and channel-related parameters are stored in
separate devices,” while the *477 Patent teaches a single profile parameter storage
device. POPR, 2, 19-20 (emphasis added). Specifically, Patent Owner makes an
unsupported leap, based solely on attorney argument, that the Petition alleges that
the “equalizer coefficients” must be stored in equalizer controller 56 and the values
of “carrier frequency offset” must be stored in PLL 66. POPR, 20 (emphasis added).
Not true. Nowhere do Genossar or the Petition state that the channel-related

parameters (e.g., equalizer coefficients) must be stored within equalizer controller
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56 and similarly, that the signal-related parameters (e.g., carrier frequency offset)
must be stored within PLL 66. Rather, like the *477 Patent, Genossar teaches the
general process of determining and storing parameters for use in processing
subsequently received signals. Ex. 1005, Abstract, 11:27-30 (“equalizer controller
56 of the present invention stores the values for the equalizer coefficients and then
reuses these values as an initial estimate when a new signal is received” (emphasis
added)), 11:62-64; Ex. 1003, 9948-53. Therefore, Petitioners do not, and would not,
argue that the parameters in Genossar are necessarily stored in separate devices.
Instead, Petitioners have shown that Genossar, like the ’477 Patent, discloses
determining parameters and using a stored memory to store the parameters for reuse
in subsequent bursts. Petition at 20; Ex. 1003, 977 (stating that Genossar teaches the
values can generally be stored in a “stored memory”).

Regardless, Patent Owner’s argument that the “profile parameter storage
device” must be a singular component is entirely contradicted by its own
infringement contentions in General Access Solutions Ltd. v. T-Mobile US, Inc. et
al., Case No. 2:23-cv-00158-JRG-RSP (the “T-Mobile Litigation™), which the
Petition cites throughout. Ex. 1011. For example, Patent Owner’s infringement
contentions highlight six separate and individual blocks, or “memory modules” that

may be utilized to “store the profiles within a T-Mobile 4G and 5G base station.” /d.
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at 20-21. Even further, Patent Owner states that ““/a/dditional memory modules, all
of which are coupled to the profile parameter determiner, may also store profile
related information.” /d. (emphasis added). It is evident from these admissions that
Patent Owner doesn’t believe that the “profile parameter storage device” must be a
singular component as it represents to the Board.

Patent Owner additionally argues that Petitioners “never assert in any
Ground” that the prior art teaches a “profile parameter storage device” that is coupled
to a “profile parameter determiner.” POPR, 1, 11-12. This is also false. As described
in the Petition, the prior art shows coupling in this manner. For example, because
Genossar discloses sforing the parameters after determining the parameters, the
component that determines the parameters is coupled to the component that stores
the parameters for later use, otherwise such storage would not/could not occur.
Petition, 20; Ex. 1003, 9971, 77, 85, 91. Similarly, Barratt 470 discloses
maintaining (i.e., storing) and using values obtained (i.e., determined) from
processing on a signal from a previous frame. Id. at 47-48. The components that
obtain the values must be coupled to the components that maintain the values; to
imply otherwise would be nonsensical and contrary to the teachings of the prior art.

Again, Patent Owner’s own infringement contentions contradict its argument.

Patent Owner employs a similar reliance on the understanding that the determining
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components would inherently be coupled to the storing components of a base station
because the determined parameters are stored. Ex. 1011, 20 (“[the parameters] are
stored in a profile parameter storage device (coupled to the profile parameter
determiner) within the receiving station . . . .”). Only in its POPR does Patent Owner
now argue that such an understanding of one skilled in the art is insufficient to
establish that these components are coupled to one another. Patent Owner’s
inconsistent position should be disregarded.

Patent Owner’s arguments related to Fintiv are equally weak. As described
above, Patent Owner misstates the “compelling merits.” Altogether, the compelling
merits support institution. Petitioners additionally present a Sotera stipulation.
Petitioners hereby stipulate that if the PTAB institutes an IPR in response to
Petitioners’ Petition against General Access Solutions’ U.S. Patent No. 6,947,477
(IPR2023-01416), then T-Mobile, Ericsson, and Nokia will not pursue in the related
district court litigation, General Access Solutions Ltd. v. T-Mobile US, Inc. et al.,
Case No. 2:23-cv-00158-JRG-RSP, the grounds raised in this Petition for IPR or any
other grounds that could have reasonably been raised before the PTAB in this
proceeding. Sotera Wireless, Inc. v. Masimo Corp., IPR2020-01019, Paper 12
(PTAB Dec. 1, 2020) (precedential as to § II.A). Such a stipulation prior to

institution is entirely proper. BMW of No. Am., LLC. V. Northstar Systems LLC,
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IPR2023-01017, Paper 12 at 10 (PTAB Dec. 8, 2023).

Thus, Petitioners respectfully request that the Board grant institution.

Date: February 29, 2024 By: /John D. Haynes /
John D. Haynes (Reg. No. 44,754)
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