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PO’s reply establishes, with great vigor, only what has always been 

undisputed—that MLS indirectly owns LEDVANCE LLC. It never reaches the 

only question that matters—whether MLS controlled, or could have controlled, this 

proceeding. See Paper 73 at 10. 

PO identifies no evidence that MLS had the ability to control this 

proceeding, instead treating MLS’s indirect ownership of LEDVANCE LLC as 

sufficient. An RPI is one with the ability to control the proceeding, Sun Pharm. 

Indus., Inc. v. Biofrontera Inc., PGR2026-00021, Paper 12 at 2-3 (Dir. May 26, 

2026), not one with the theoretical power any parent holds over a wholly-owned 

subsidiary. Corning Optical Commc’ns RF, LLC v. PPC Broadband, Inc., 

IPR2014-00440, Paper 68 at 22 (PTAB Aug. 18, 2015) (ownership is “not 

sufficient evidence, by itself,” of control); see Paper 73 at 9-10. 

The record affirmatively shows MLS had no ability to control this 

proceeding. In response to the question “[i]s it your testimony that MLS has no 

ability to control LEDVANCE LLC,” Mr. Martin testified, “[c]orrect.” Ex. 2117, 

44:17-20. He further confirmed that MLS cannot “tell LEDVANCE LLC what 

products to sell” or “what components to use in its products.” Id., 44:21-45:4. 

LEDVANCE LLC evaluated and filed this IPR through its own legal function and 

retained counsel to defend against Feit’s infringement suit, and even LEDVANCE 

GmbH did not direct it. Id. at 46:4-7; Ex. 2064 ¶¶ 13, 22, 31. No employee, officer, 
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director, or representative of LEDVANCE GmbH or MLS authorized, directed, or 

requested the filing, id. at 48:2-7; and Mr. Martin did not tell anyone at MLS 

before filing, id. at 50:5-7. Any benefit to MLS is “indirect and solely by virtue of 

corporate ownership, not because MLS authorized, funded, directed, or controlled 

this proceeding.” Ex. 2064 ¶ 35. Nor is there any evidence that MLS stands to 

benefit from cancellation of claims in the ’678 patent for any reason unrelated to 

LEDVANCE LLC. LEDVANCE LLC paid for the Petition from its own accounts. 

Ex. 2064 ¶¶ 28-29. 

LEDVANCE LLC’s written discovery responses further confirm lack of 

control. MLS does not select or nominate LEDVANCE LLC’s board members, did 

not reorganize that board upon purchasing LEDVANCE GmbH, or urge board 

members to resign. LEDVANCE LLC has no indemnification or cooperation 

agreement with MLS over the ’678 patent, and no shared counsel in any ’678 

proceeding. Ex. 1095 at 3. 

PO’s reply evidence never connects the supposed unnamed RPI, MLS, to 

control of this proceeding. At most, it shows common ownership and the ordinary 

business ties within a corporate family. An entity is not an RPI “merely through 

association with another party in an endeavor unrelated to the IPR proceeding.” 

Paper 73 at 7 (quoting Corning, Paper 68 at 14); see also Par Pharm., Inc. v. Jazz 

Pharm., Inc., No. IPR2015-00546, Paper 25 at 10-19 (P.T.A.B. July 28, 2015). 
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LEDVANCE LLC is solely “responsible for the design, purchase, importation, 

marketing and sale of LEDVANCE’s white-filament LED bulbs.” Ex. 2117, 27:19-

28:3; 30:10-17. None of LEDVANCE’s white-filament LED bulbs are made by 

MLS. Id. 32:17-19. PO has not sued MLS. 

PO’s leadership-overlap evidence does not reach Petitioner LEDVANCE 

LLC. PO points to officers and directors “with leadership roles at both MLS and 

various LEDVANCE entities,” and to Mr. Sun’s title as “Global Chief Executive 

Officer” of LEDVANCE. Paper 77 at 4. But that overlap is between the German 

parent LEDVANCE GmbH and MLS, not LEDVANCE LLC. LEDVANCE LLC’s 

chief executive is Mr. Lubeck, id. at 143:12-16. Mr. Sun’s title is public, and the 

declaration disclosed his actual role—a managing director of LEDVANCE GmbH 

who “does not hold any position at LEDVANCE LLC.” Ex. 2064 ¶¶ 7, 15. 

The MLS corporate filings PO relies on do not fill the gap. They concern the 

spin-off and MLS’s acquisition of LEDVANCE GmbH—ownership materials the 

Board found not useful to the control question, Paper 73 at 9-10. (Petitioners 

lodged objections to PO’s reply exhibits as Paper 80, and to the extent necessary, 

Petitioners seek authorization to file a motion to exclude and/or strike.) The 

documents do not even say what the Reply claims. PO asserts MLS would 

“reorganize and replace LEDVANCE’s board.” Paper 77 at 4. The cited passage 

says no such thing: it concerns the “Subject Company,” which PO’s own exhibits 
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define as Mingxin Optoelectronics, not LEDVANCE; PO’s excerpt mistranslated 

that term as “the target company,” conflating it with the separately defined “Target 

Company,” LEDVANCE GmbH—the German parent, not Petitioner LEDVANCE 

LLC. Ex. 2113 at 6; accord Ex. 2111 at 8. The cited excerpt itself says 

“LEDVANCE [GmbH] will continue to operate with its existing management 

structure and personnel.” Ex. 2070 at 15. And the filing PO quotes for “controls 

LEDVANCE” in fact says MLS is “indirectly controlling Ledvance [GmbH].” Ex. 

2103 at 21; see Paper 80 at 8-9. 

Nor do the supply-chain ties PO emphasizes establish control. Paper 77 at 2-

3. Mr. Martin agreed MLS integrated LEDVANCE “in many areas” but disputed 

business integration. Ex. 2117, 71:7-15, 188:14-189:1. PO’s “mandate” that 

LEDVANCE use MLS components is unsupported—it cite a partnership statement 

and a projected transition with no evidence it occurred. Id. at 84:5-10, 119:17-

120:11. Mr. Martin testified that the bulbs are built by contract manufacturers that 

may include MLS subsidiaries. Id. at 31:1-9, 32:17-33:2. That some accused bulbs 

may be built by an MLS affiliate shows, at most, that the group’s lighting business 

is integrated—not that MLS controls LEDVANCE LLC’s conduct of this 

proceeding.  

PO’s argument that “MLS replaced LEDVANCE’s factories with its own” is 

unsupported and contrary to the evidence. Nearly all of factories operated by 
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LEDVANCE’s legacy parent closed long before the MLS acquisition and the last 

two occurred in 2018 or 2019. Ex. 2117, 150:16-151:18. There is no evidence that 

MLS directed LEDVANCE LLC or even its parent to close these two factories.  

PO says LEDVANCE LLC’s U.S. litigation is “material to MLS” because 

MLS’s filings describe it and Mr. Martin reports it to MLS’s auditors. Paper 77 at 

4-5. But neither shows control: a parent’s description of a subsidiary’s litigation in 

its own filings is disclosure, not control, and Mr. Martin reported the litigation not 

to MLS but to an outside auditor MLS engaged, “as part of an audit.” Ex. 2117, 

192:7-14. That a proceeding matters to a parent does not give the parent the ability 

to control it. 

PO again presses MLS’s alleged ties to the Chinese government, including 

that an alleged municipal entity “now owns part of MLS.” Paper 77 at 5. But the 

Board has explained that the question is whether MLS controlled or could have 

controlled this proceeding, and that “Patent Owner’s motion contends that the 

unnamed RPI is MLS, not some owner of MLS.” Paper 73 at 10. 

Petitioner LEDVANCE LLC has met its burden to show it correctly named 

all RPIs. In contrast, PO has failed meet its burden to show that the listing of RPIs 

is inaccurate. See, e.g., Worlds Inc. v. Bungie, Inc., 903 F.3d 1237, 1246-47 (Fed. 

Cir. 2018) (remanding on RPI issue given Board’s reliance on unsubstantiated 

attorney argument). The motion should be denied. 
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