
 

 

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

__________________________ 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

__________________________ 

ONEPLUS TECHNOLOGY (SHENZHEN) CO., LTD., 

Petitioner 

v. 

PANTECH CORPORATION, 

Patent Owner. 

__________________________ 

IPR2025-00762 
 

U.S. Patent No. 10,863,573 
__________________________ 

PETITIONER’S MOTION TO SUBMIT SUPPLEMENTAL 
INFORMATION PURSUANT TO 37 C.F.R. § 42.123(a) 

__________________________ 

 
 
 
 
 
Mail Stop PATENT BOARD 
Patent Trial and Appeal Board 
U.S. Patent & Trademark Office 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



TABLE OF CONTENTS 
 

Page 

- i - 
 

I. INTRODUCTION ....................................................................................... 1 

II. BACKGROUND ......................................................................................... 1 

A. This Proceeding ................................................................................. 1 

B. Legal Standard ................................................................................... 3 

III. PETITIONER’S MOTION IS TIMELY AND THE 
SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION IS RELEVANT .............................. 4 

A. The ’867 Provisional App and the ’233 Provisional App 
are Relevant Because They Confirm Deenoo Qualifies as 
Prior Art ............................................................................................. 5 

B. Submitting the ’867 Provisional App and the ’233 
Provisional App in the Record Does Not Constitute a 
New Ground Because their Subject Matter of is 
Substantially Identical to Deenoo ................................................... 13 

1. Paragraphs 12, 14, and 16 of Deenoo are 
summaries describing later disclosure .................................. 14 

2. Figure 8 and Paragraph 211 of Deenoo find support 
in Paragraphs 208-210 .......................................................... 15 

3. Paragraph 251 of Deenoo finds support in Figure 
12 ........................................................................................... 15 

IV. CONCLUSION .......................................................................................... 15 

 



U.S. Pat. No. 10,863,573 
IPR2025-00762 

- ii - 
 

EXHIBIT LIST 

Exhibit Reference 
1001 U.S. Patent No. 10,863,573 (“’573 Patent” or “’573Pat.”) 
1002 File History of the ’573 Patent (“’573FH”) 
1003 Declaration of Dr. Titus Lo in Support of Petition 
1004 Dr. Titus Lo Curriculum Vitae 
1005 U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2014/0301362 

(“Koskinen”) 
1006 U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2009/0149189 

(“Sammour”) 
1007 U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2016/0021581 

(“Deenoo”) 
1008 U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2014/0301281 

(Koskinen281) 
1009 Pantech Corp.et al. v. Oneplus Tech. (Shenzhen) Co., Ltd., 5:24-

cv-00038-RWS-JBB (E.D. Tex.), Dkt. No. 1, Complaint 
(“Pantech II”) 

1010 Pantech Corp.et al. v. Oneplus Tech. (Shenzhen) Co., Ltd., 5:24-
cv-00038-RWS-JBB (E.D. Tex.), Dkt. No. 9, Waiver of Service  

1011 3GPP TS 36.323 v.11.2.0 (2013-03) (Packet Data Convergence 
Protocol (PDCP) specification) 

1012 3GPP TS 36.300 v.11.5.0 (2013-03) (E-UTRAN overall 
description) 

1013 3GPP TS 36.322 v.11.0.0 (2012-09) (Radio Link Control (RLC) 
protocol specification) 

1014 3GPP TS 36.331 v.11.3.0 (2013-03) (Radio Resource Control 
(RRC); Protocol specification) 

1015 Pantech Corp.et al. v. Oneplus Tech. (Shenzhen) Co., Ltd., 5:24-
cv-00038-RWS-JBB (E.D. Tex.), Dkt. No. 47, First Amended 
Docket Control Order 

1016 Docket Navigator stay statistics for Judge Schroeder in EDTX 
1041 Sotera-plus Stipulation 
1042 Pantech Corp. et al. v. Oneplus Tech. (Shenzhen) Co., Ltd., 5:22-

cv-00069-RWS (E.D. Tex.), Dkt. No. 6, First Amended 
Complaint for Patent Infringement (“Pantech I”) 

1043 Pantech Corp. et al. v. Oneplus Tech. (Shenzhen) Co., Ltd., 5:22-
cv-00069-RWS (E.D. Tex.), Dkt. No. 223, Redacted Amended 
Joint Final Pretrial Order  



U.S. Pat. No. 10,863,573 
IPR2025-00762 

- iii - 
 

1044 Pantech Corp. et al. v. Oneplus Tech. (Shenzhen) Co., Ltd., 5:22-
cv-00069-RWS (E.D. Tex.), Dkt. No. 259, Verdict Form  

1045 Cara Salvatore. Albright Worried Multipatent Trials Ask Too 
Much of Jurors. Law360 (Dec. 18, 2020) 

1046 Sonos Inc. v. D&M Holdings, Inc., 1:14-cv-01330-WCB (D. 
Del.), Dkt. No. 418, Discovery Dispute Letter Brief  

1047 USPTO Recordation of Patent Assignment Document, Reel: 
052662 Frames: 0609-0638  

1048 Pantech Corp. v. Oneplus Tech. (Shenzhen) Co., Ltd., 5:25-cv-
00089 (E.D. Tex.), Dkt. No. 1, Complaint for Patent Infringement 
(“Pantech III”) 

1049 Joshua Pond, et al. Reexamining Three Preconceived Notions of 
SEPs as the 5G Patent Wars Ignite. IPWatchDog (Oct. 25, 2021) 

1050 Docket Navigator Statistics for Judge Schroeder in E.D. Tex. 
1051 Pantech Corp. et al. v. Oneplus Tech. (Shenzhen) Co., Ltd., 5:24-

cv-00038-RWS-JBB (E.D. Tex.), Dkt. No. 12, Joint Motion to 
Stay Proceedings 
 

1052 Pantech Corp. et al. v. Oneplus Tech. (Shenzhen) Co., Ltd., 5:22-
cv-00069-RWS (E.D. Tex.), Dkt. No. 499, Final Judgment  

1053 Pantech Corp. et al. v. Oneplus Tech. (Shenzhen) Co., Ltd., 5:22-
cv-00069-RWS (E.D. Tex.), Dkt. No. 502-1, Redacted Version of 
Court’s Order (Dkt. No. 498)  

[PROPOSED] 
1054 

U.S. Provisional Application 61/753,867 (“’867 Provisional 
App”) 

[PROPOSED] 
1055 

U.S. Provisional Application 61/811,233 (“’233 Provisional 
App”) 



U.S. Pat. No. 10,863,573 
IPR2025-00762 

– 1 – 
PETITIONER’S MOT. TO SUBMIT SUPP. INFO. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Petitioner respectfully moves to submit Exhibits 1054 and 1055 (attached as 

appendices to this motion) as supplemental information under 37 C.F.R. § 42.123(a). 

These exhibits are the provisional applications from which the Deenoo reference 

(EX1007) claims priority, and the Board should admit these exhibits into the record 

because they further evidence that Deenoo, relied upon in the Petition’s Ground 3 

challenge to claims 1-5 and 8-12, is prior art to U.S. Pat. No. 10,863,573 (the “’573 

Patent”) regardless of the priority date of the challenged claims. See 37 C.F.R. § 

42.123(a)(2). These exhibits are relevant, supplement information already present in 

the record, do not alter the scope of the instituted grounds, and will not unduly delay 

the trial’s schedule. See Seabery N. Am. Inc. v. Lincoln Glob., Inc., IPR2016-00840, 

Paper 40 at 7 (Mar. 15, 2017) (explaining that “once trial was instituted, a petitioner 

is permitted to supplement the record”) (citing Genzyme Therapeutic Prods. Ltd. v. 

Biomarin Pharm. Inc., 825 F.3d 1360, 1367 (Fed. Cir. 2016 )). Petitioner thus 

respectfully requests that its motion be granted and the evidence entered.1 

II. BACKGROUND 

A. This Proceeding 

On April 24, 2025, Petitioner filed a petition for IPR requesting review of 

 
1 The Board authorized this motion on November 3, 2025. EX3004. The 

authorization stated that this motion must be filed by November 7, 202[5].  
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claims 1-5 and 8-12 of the ’573 Patent. Paper 2 (“Pet.”). The Petition and 

accompanying declaration of Dr. Lo (EX1003) explained that Deenoo was prior art 

to the ’573 patent as of January 17, 2013. Pet. at 1 (“U.S. Patent Application 

Publication 2016/0021581 (‘Deenoo’) is prior art under at least 35 U.S.C. 

§102(a)(2)”); EX1003, ¶203 (“Deenoo (EX1007) is a US patent application … with 

a filing date of January 17, 2013.”). On August 19, 2025, Patent Owner filed its 

Patent Owner Preliminary Response disputing the prior art status of Deenoo. Paper 

8 (“POPR”) at 2, 14-15. Patent Owner argued “there is no showing that the PCT 

application or either provisional applications describe the subject matter at issue.” 

Id., 15. In response, Petitioner sought authorization to address Patent Owner’s 

arguments in a preliminary reply. EX3001. The Board denied Petitioners request. Id.  

On October 15, 2025, the Board instituted trial in this proceeding on all 

invalidity grounds set forth in the Petition, including Ground 3 relying on Deenoo 

(EX1007) in combination with Sammour (EX1006). See Paper 10 (“DI”) at 17, 20-

24. In the Institution Decision, the Board considered and rejected Patent Owner’s 

arguments, explaining that Deenoo is entitled to its PCT filing date, which is before 

the filing date of the ’573 Patent but after the filing date of its foreign priority claim. 

DI, 22-23. The Board also advised that Petitioner can seek authorization to file the 

instant motion “[i]f Petitioner intends to argue that Deenoo can claim priority to 

either or both of the provisional patent applications.” Id., 23 n.7. On October 29, 
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2025, Patent Owner filed objections to evidence but did not object to Deenoo. Paper 

12. 

B. Legal Standard 

A party may submit supplemental information under 37 C.F.R. § 42.123(a) if 

(1) a “request for the authorization to file a motion to submit supplemental 

information is made within one month of the date the trial is instituted” and (2) the 

“supplemental information [is] relevant to a claim for which the trial has been 

instituted.” In deciding motions to submit supplemental information, the Board has 

considered whether the information changes either “the grounds of unpatentability 

authorized in this proceeding” or “the evidence initially presented in the Petition to 

support those grounds of unpatentability.” Palo Alto Networks, Inc. v. Juniper 

Networks, Inc., IPR2013-00369, Paper 37 at 3 (Feb. 5, 2014). 

 “[A] trial is, first and foremost, a search for the truth.” Edmund Optics, Inc., 

v. Semrock, Inc., IPR2014-00599, Paper 44 at 4 (May 5, 2015) (citing TechSearch 

LLC v. Intel Corp., 286 F.3d 1360, 1378 (Fed. Cir. 2002)). Accordingly, the Federal 

Circuit has said “the introduction of new evidence in the course of the trial is to be 

expected in inter partes review trial proceedings and, as long as the opposing party 

is given notice of the evidence and an opportunity to respond to it, the introduction 

of such evidence is perfectly permissible under the APA.” Genzyme Therapeutic 

Prods. Ltd., 825 F.3d at 1366. “The purpose of the trial in an inter partes review 
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proceeding is to give the parties an opportunity to build a record by introducing 

evidence—not simply to weigh evidence of which the Board is already aware.” Id., 

1367. 

III. PETITIONER’S MOTION IS TIMELY AND THE SUPPLEMENTAL 
INFORMATION IS RELEVANT 

Petitioner requested authorization to file a motion to submit supplemental 

information via email on October 31, 2025, within one month of institution of trial. 

EX3004. Thus, Petitioner’s motion is timely under §42.123(a)(1).  

The information is also “relevant to a claim [at issue in] the trial,” as required 

by §42.123(a)(2). U.S. Provisional Application 61/753,867 (“’867 Provisional 

App,” Proposed EX1054) and U.S. Provisional Application 61/811,233 (“’233 

Provisional App,” Proposed EX1055) form the priority documents of Deenoo. 

EX1007, front page (60). Both exhibits are relevant because they support and 

corroborate the prior art status of Deenoo used in the Petition’s invalidity Ground 3 

against the challenged claims 1-5 and 8-12. See Apple Inc. v. Virnetx Inc., IPR2015-

00810, Paper 21 at 2–8 (Nov. 2, 2015); Nevro Corp. v. Boston Sci. Neuromodulation 

Corp., IPR2019-01315, Paper 20 at 5 (Mar. 25, 2020). Table 1 in this motion 

facilitates the priority and relevancy analysis by listing all sections of Deenoo used 

in the Petition and Dr. Lo’s Declaration, and corresponding support in the 

provisional applications.  

 None of the supplemental information changes the instituted grounds of 
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unpatentability or changes the evidence initially presented in the Petition. Indeed, 

Petitioner further notes that Deenoo’s specification explicitly incorporates by 

reference both provisional applications “as if fully set-forth herein in their respective 

entirety, for all purposes.” Deenoo, ¶[0001]. The supplemental information is thus 

proper under §42.123(a), and the Board should grant this motion and enter this 

evidence into the record for the reasons explained below. The exhibits should be 

entered in the interests of justice and Due Process, such that Patent Owner may 

respond to them.  

A. The ’867 Provisional App and the ’233 Provisional App are 
Relevant Because They Confirm Deenoo Qualifies as Prior Art 

Patent Owner has not shown that the ’573 Patent can claim priority to its 

foreign priority application and thus has not shown that Deenoo is not prior art based 

on its PCT application filing date. DI, 23. Accordingly, Petitioner has established 

the prior art status of Deenoo. Nevertheless, this motion seeks to supplement the 

record to further corroborate that the relied upon sections of Deenoo are fully 

supported by the two earlier provisional applications in Deenoo’s priority chain.2  

The priority date of the ’573 Patent is no earlier than May 10, 2013, the filing 

 
2 Because the ’573 Patent is an AIA patent no Dynamic Drinkware analysis is 

needed. Penumbra, Inc. v. RapidPulse, Inc., IPR2021-01466, Paper 34 at 32-33 

(Mar. 10, 2023). 
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date of Korean Patent Application No. 10-2013-0053408. EX1001, front page (30). 

Deenoo claims priority to the ’867 Provisional App, filed on January 17, 2013, and 

the ’233 Provisional App, filed on April 12, 2013. Both provisional applications 

predate the ’573 Patent’s earliest possible priority date. As stated in the Petition (and 

in EX1003), Deenoo is §102(a)(a) prior art with an earliest priority date of January 

17, 2013. Pet. at 1; EX1003, ¶203.   

Deenoo is entitled to the filing date of its provisional applications for purposes 

of priority in this IPR, because the subject matter in Deenoo relied upon in the 

Petition has sufficient support in the provisional applications. 35 U.S.C. §102(d)(2); 

Penumbra, Inc., IPR2021-01466, Paper 34 at 32-33; MPEP § 2151 (9th ed. Jan. 

2024). 

The relevance of the provisional applications is further shown below in 

Table 1 because each portion of Deenoo relied upon in the Petition and declaration 

against the challenged claims is described in both provisional applications, as 

required by § 102(d)(2). In Table 1, the first and second columns show Deenoo’s 

disclosure relied upon in the Petition and in Dr. Lo’s declaration (EX1003), the third 

column shows corresponding disclosure in the ’867 Provisional App, and the last 

column shows the corresponding disclosure in the ’233 Provisional App. The table 

also indicates the sections of the Petition where Deenoo is used.  
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TABLE 1 

Citation to Deenoo in 
the Petition 

Citation to Deenoo in Dr. 
Lo’s Declaration 

’867 
Provisional 

’233 
Provisional 

Deenoo Summary 

Pg. 43 - Deenoo Title   Title Title 

Pg. 43 - Deenoo 
Abstract  

Pg. 111, ¶203 - Deenoo, 
Abstract 

Abstract  Abstract 

Pg. 43 - Deenoo ¶43 Pg. 111, ¶203 - Deenoo ¶43 ¶[0028]  ¶[0028]  

Pg. 43 - Deenoo ¶104 Pg. 111, ¶203 - Deenoo ¶104 ¶[0077] ¶[0077]  

Pg. 43-44 - Deenoo 
¶105  

Pg. 111-112, ¶203 - Deenoo 
¶105 

¶[0078]  ¶[0078]  

Pg. 44 - Deenoo 
¶114, Figs. 4-5 

Pg. 112, ¶204 - Deenoo, 
¶114, Figs. 4-5  

¶[0081], 
Figs. 4-5  

¶[0081], 
Figs. 4-5  

Pg. 44 - Deenoo ¶115 Pg. 112, ¶204 - Deenoo ¶115 ¶[0082]  ¶[0082]  

Pg. 44 - Deenoo ¶116 Pg. 112, ¶204 -Deenoo ¶116 ¶[0083]  ¶[0083]  

Pg. 44 - Deenoo 
¶¶143, 151-153 

Pg. 112, ¶204 - Deenoo 
¶¶143, 151-153 

¶[0095], 
¶[0100-
0102]  

¶[0095], 
¶[0100-
0102]  

Pg. 44 - Deenoo 
¶¶14, 208-211, Fig. 8 

Pg. 112, ¶205 - Deenoo ¶¶14, 
208-211, Fig. 8 

¶[0128] ¶[0128] 

Pg. 44 - Deenoo ¶78 Pg. 112, ¶205 - Deenoo, 
¶78 

¶[0063], 
¶[0072], 
¶[0023] 

¶[0063], 
¶[0072], 
¶[0023] 

Motivation to Combine Deenoo and Sammour 

Pg. 45 - Deenoo ¶123 Pg. 113, ¶206 - Deenoo ¶123 ¶[0086]  ¶[0086]  

Pg. 45 - Deenoo 
¶¶12, 143, 173, 198 

Pg. 113, ¶206 - Deenoo ¶¶12, 
143, 173, 198 

¶[0095], 
¶[0113], 
¶[0125] 

¶[0095] , 
¶[0113], 
¶[0125] 

Pg. 45 - Deenoo ¶251 Pg. 113, ¶206 Deenoo, ¶251 ¶[0148], 
Fig. 10 

¶[0163], 
Fig. 10 
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Citation to Deenoo in 
the Petition 

Citation to Deenoo in Dr. 
Lo’s Declaration 

’867 
Provisional 

’233 
Provisional 

Pg. 45 - Deenoo ¶248 Pg. 113, ¶206 - Deenoo ¶248 ¶[0148] ¶[0163]  

Pg. 45 - Deenoo ¶208 Pg. 113, ¶206 - Deenoo ¶208 ¶[0128]  ¶[0128]   
Pg. 113, ¶207 - Deenoo 
¶¶208-210 

¶[0128]  ¶[0128]  

 
Pg. 113-114, ¶207 - Deenoo 
¶153; Fig. 6 

¶[0102], 
Fig. 6 

¶[0102], 
Fig. 6 

Pg. 45-46 - Deenoo 
¶43 

Pg. 114, ¶208 - Deenoo ¶43 ¶[0028]  ¶[0028]  

Pg. 46 - Deenoo 
¶¶43-45, 173, 198 

Pg. 114, ¶208 - Deenoo, 
¶¶43-45, 173, 198 

¶¶[0028-
0030], 
¶[0028], 
¶[0113] , 
¶[0125]  

¶¶[0028-
0030], 
¶[0028], 
¶[0113], 
¶[0125]   

Pg. 115, ¶208 - Deenoo ¶¶43, 
149, 153, Fig. 1D 

¶[0028], 
¶[0098], 
¶[0102], 
Fig. 1D 

¶[0028], 
¶[0098], 
¶[0102], 
Fig. 1D  

Pg. 115, ¶209 - Deenoo ¶¶14, 
207-210 

¶[0128] ¶[0128] 

 
Pg. 116, ¶210 - Deenoo ¶¶89-
90 

¶[0071], 
¶[0072]  

¶[0071], 
¶[0072] 

Pg. 46 - Deenoo, 
Abstract, ¶89 

Pg. 116, ¶210 - Deenoo, 
Abstract, ¶¶89-90, 207-210 

¶¶[0071-
0072], 
[0128] & 
Abstract 

¶¶[0071-
0072], 
[0128] & 
Abstract 

Pg. 47 - Deenoo ¶198 Pg. 116-117, ¶211 - Deenoo 
¶198 

¶[0125]  ¶[0125]  

 
Pg. 117, ¶211 - Deenoo 
¶¶149, 153, 198" 

¶[0098], 
¶[0102], 
¶[0125]  

¶[0098], 
¶[0102], 
¶[0125]  
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Citation to Deenoo in 
the Petition 

Citation to Deenoo in Dr. 
Lo’s Declaration 

’867 
Provisional 

’233 
Provisional 

Independent Claim 1 - 1[pre] 

Pg. 48 - Deenoo 
Abstract 

Pg. 118, ¶214 - Deenoo, 
Abstract 

Abstract  Abstract  

Pg. 48 - Deenoo 
Abstract & ¶16 

Pg. 118, ¶214 - Deenoo ¶16 ¶[0098], 
¶[0115], 
Passim 
(disclosure 
of “macro 
eNB,” 
“MeNB,” 
and 
“SCeNB.”) 

¶[0098], 
¶[0115], 
Passim 
(disclosure 
of “macro 
eNB,” 
“MeNB,” 
and 
“SCeNB.”) 

Pg. 48 - Deenoo ¶43 
& Fig. 1A 

Pg. 118, ¶214 - Deenoo ¶43, 
Fig. 1A  

¶[0028], 
Fig. 1A 

¶[0028], 
Fig. 1A  

Pg. 48 - Deenoo ¶80 Pg. 118, ¶214 - Deenoo ¶80 ¶[0065]  ¶[0065] 

Pg. 48 - Deenoo 
¶¶58-78 & FIGs 1C-
1E  

Pg. 118-119, ¶214 - Deenoo 
¶¶58-78, Figs. 1C-1E 

¶¶[0043] - 
[0063], 
Figs. 1C-
1E 

¶¶[0043] - 
[0063], 
Figs. 1C-
1E 

Pg. 48 - Deenoo 
¶¶21-23, Fig. 1A 

Pg. 119, ¶214 - Deenoo ¶¶21-
23, Fig. 1A 

¶¶[0008]-
[0010], 
Fig. 1A 

¶¶[0008]-
[0010], 
Fig. 1A  

Pg. 49 - Deenoo ¶104 Pg. 119, ¶215 - Deenoo ¶104 ¶[0077]  ¶[0077]  

Pg. 49 - Deenoo 
¶¶105, 114 

Pg. 119, ¶215 - Deenoo 
¶¶105, 114 

¶[0078], 
¶[0081] 

¶[0078], 
¶[0081] 

Pg. 49 - Deenoo 
¶114, Figs. 4, 4A, 5 

Pg. 119, ¶215 - Deenoo ¶114, 
Figs. 4, 4A, 5 

¶[0081], 
Fig. 4 

¶[0081], 
Fig. 4 

Pg. 50 - Deenoo 
¶¶38, 78 

Pg. 120, ¶216 - Deenoo ¶¶38, 
78 

¶[0023], 
¶[0072], 
¶[0063]  

¶[0023], 
¶[0072], 
¶[0063] 

Pg. 50 - Deenoo ¶84 Pg. 120, ¶217 - Deenoo ¶84 ¶[0069]  ¶[0069]  
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Citation to Deenoo in 
the Petition 

Citation to Deenoo in Dr. 
Lo’s Declaration 

’867 
Provisional 

’233 
Provisional 

Pg. 50 - Deenoo ¶90 Pg. 120, ¶217 - Deenoo ¶90 ¶[0072]  ¶[0072]  

Independent Claim 1 - 1[a] 

Pg. 51 - Deenoo 
¶¶104, 114 

Pg. 121, ¶219 - Deenoo 
¶¶104, 114 

¶[0077], 
¶[0081] 

¶[0077], 
¶[0081]  

Pg. 51 - Deenoo 
¶¶205-212 

Pg. 121, ¶220 - Deenoo 
¶¶205-212 

¶¶[0126]-
[0129] 

¶¶[0126]-
[0129] 

Pg. 51 - Deenoo Fig. 
5 

Pg. 121-122, ¶220 - Deenoo 
Fig. 5 

Fig. 5 Fig. 5 

Independent Claim 1 - 1[b] 

Pg. 52 - Deenoo 
Abstract, ¶43 

Pg. 122, ¶223 - Deenoo 
Abstract, ¶43 

Abstract, 
¶[0028] 

Abstract, 
¶[0028] 

Pg. 52 - Deenoo 
¶¶80, 112, 122, 164, 
202 

Pg. 122-123, ¶223 - Deenoo 
¶¶80, 112, 122, 164, 202 

¶[0065], 
¶[0079], 
¶[0111], 
¶[0125]  

¶[0065], 
¶[0079], 
¶[0111], 
¶[0125] 

Pg. 52-53 - Deenoo 
¶¶122, 208-210 

Pg. 123, ¶223 - Deenoo 
¶¶208-210) 

¶[0085], 
¶[0128] 

¶[0085] , 
¶[0128] 

Independent Claim 1 - 1[c] 

Pg. 53 - Deenoo ¶153 Pg. 124, ¶227 - Deenoo ¶153 ¶[0102]  ¶[0102]  

Pg. 54 - Deenoo 
¶¶143, 173, 198 

Pg. 124, ¶227 - Deenoo 
¶¶143, 173, 198. 

¶[0095], 
¶[0113], 
¶[0125]  

¶[0095], 
¶[0113], 
¶[0125] 

Pg. 54 - Deenoo 
¶¶205-212 

Pg. 124, ¶228 - Deenoo 
¶¶205-212 

¶¶[0126-
0129] 

¶¶[0126-
0129] 

Pg. 54 - Deenoo ¶143 Pg. 124, ¶228 - Deenoo 
[¶143] 

¶[0095] ¶[0095]  

Pg. 55 - Deenoo 
¶¶14, 208-211, Fig. 8 

Pg. 125-126, ¶231 - Deenoo 
¶¶14, 208-211, Fig. 8. 

¶[0128] ¶[0128] 
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Citation to Deenoo in 
the Petition 

Citation to Deenoo in Dr. 
Lo’s Declaration 

’867 
Provisional 

’233 
Provisional 

Independent Claim 1 - 1[d] 

Pg. 56 - Deenoo 
¶¶14, 206-211, Fig. 8 

Pg. 126, ¶233 - Deenoo ¶¶14, 
206-211, Fig. 8 

¶[0127], 
¶[0128] 

¶[0127], 
¶[0128] 

Pg. 56 - Deenoo Fig. 
8 

Pg. 126, ¶233 - Deenoo Fig. 8 ¶[0128] ¶[0128] 

Independent Claim 1 - 1[e] 

Pg. 57 - Deenoo 
¶¶143, 173, 198 

Pg. 127, ¶236 - Deenoo 
¶¶143, 173, 198 

¶[0095], 
¶[0113], 
¶[0125], 
Figs. 6-7 

¶[0095], 
¶[0113], 
¶[0125], 
Figs. 6-7 

Claim 2 

Pg. 58-59 - Deenoo 
¶207 

Pg. 129, ¶243 - Deenoo ¶207 ¶[0128]  ¶[0128] 

Pg. 59 - Deenoo ¶198 Pg. 129, ¶243 - Deenoo ¶198 ¶[0125]  ¶[0125] 

Pg. 59 - Deenoo 
¶¶208-210 

Pg. 129-130, ¶243 - Deenoo 
¶¶208-210 

¶[0128]  ¶[0128]  

Pg. 59-60 - Deenoo 
¶208; 

Pg. 130, ¶244 - Deenoo ¶208 ¶[0128] ¶[0128]  

Claim 3 - 3[a] 

Pg. 60 - Deenoo 
¶¶208-210 

Pg. 131, ¶247 - Deenoo ¶208 ¶[0128]  ¶[0128] 

Pg. 60-61 - Deenoo 
¶¶211-212, Fig. 8 

Pg. 131-132, ¶247 - Deenoo 
¶¶211-212, Fig. 8 

¶[0128], 
¶[0129] 

¶[0128], 
¶[0129] 

Claim 3 - 3[b] 

Pg. 62 - Deenoo ¶208 Pg. 133, ¶251- Deenoo ¶208 ¶[0128] ¶[0128] 

Pg. 62-63 - Deenoo 
¶¶211-212, Fig. 8 

Pg. 133-134, ¶251 - Deenoo 
¶¶211-212 

¶[0128], 
¶[0129] 

¶[0128], 
¶[0129] 
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Citation to Deenoo in 
the Petition 

Citation to Deenoo in Dr. 
Lo’s Declaration 

’867 
Provisional 

’233 
Provisional 

Claim 4 - 4[a] 

Pg. 63 - Deenoo 
¶¶208-210 

Pg. 134, ¶254 -Deenoo ¶209 ¶[0128]  ¶[0128]  

Pg. 63 - Deenoo ¶208 Pg. 134, ¶254 - Deenoo ¶208 ¶[0128]  ¶[0128]  

Pg. 63 - Deenoo ¶209 Pg. 134-135, ¶254 - Deenoo 
¶209 

¶[0128]  ¶[0128]  

Claim 4 - 4[b] 

Pg. 64 - Deenoo 
¶¶208-210 

Pg. 135, ¶257 - Deenoo 
¶¶208-210 

¶[0128]  ¶[0128]  

Claim 5 

Pg. 64 - Deenoo ¶210 Pg. 135-136, ¶260 - Deenoo 
¶210 

¶[0128] ¶[0128]  

Pg. 64-65 - Deenoo 
¶¶211-212, Fig. 8 

Pg. 136, ¶260 - Deenoo 
¶¶211-212. 

¶[0128], 
¶[0129] 

¶[0128], 
¶[0129] 

Independent Claim 8 

Pg. 65 - Deenoo ¶49 Pg. 137-138, ¶262 - Deenoo 
¶49 

¶[0034]  ¶[0034]  

Pg. 66-67 - Deenoo 
¶¶49-53, Fig. 1B 

Pg. 138-139, ¶264 - Deenoo 
¶¶49-53, Fig. 1B 

¶¶[0034]-
[0038] 

¶¶[0034]-
[0038] 

Pg. 66 - Deenoo ¶65 Pg. 138, ¶264 - Deenoo ¶65 ¶[0050]  ¶[0050]  

Pg. 66 - Deenoo 
¶¶143, 208-212 

Pg. 138, ¶264 - Deenoo 
¶¶143, 208-212 

¶[0095], 
¶¶[0128-
0129], 

¶[0095], 
¶¶[0128-
0129] 

Pg. 67-68 - Deenoo 
FIG 1F 

Pg. 139-140, ¶265 - Deenoo 
Fig. 1F 

Fig. 1F Fig. 1F 

Pg. 68 - Deenoo 
¶¶49-50, 54-57, Fig. 
1B 

Pg. 140, ¶266 - Deenoo ¶¶49-
50, 54-57, Fig. 1B 

¶[0034], 
¶[0035], 
¶¶[0039-
0042], Fig. 
1B 

¶[0034], 
¶[0035], 
¶¶[0039-
0042], Fig. 
1B 
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Citation to Deenoo in 
the Petition 

Citation to Deenoo in Dr. 
Lo’s Declaration 

’867 
Provisional 

’233 
Provisional 

Pg. 68-69 - Deenoo 
¶262  

Pg. 141, ¶266 - Deenoo ¶262. ¶[0157]  ¶[0172]  

B. Submitting the ’867 Provisional App and the ’233 Provisional 
App in the Record Does Not Constitute a New Ground Because 
their Subject Matter of is Substantially Identical to Deenoo 

Allowing supplementation of the record is further appropriate because it is not 

a new ground of rejection, but merely a clarification of an existing ground of 

rejection. Courts determine if a ground of rejection is new by looking to whether the 

parties “have had fair opportunity to react to the thrust of the rejection.” In re Kronig, 

539 F.2d 1300, 1302 (C.C.P.A. 1976); see also Belden Inc. v. Berk-Tek LLC, 805 

F.3d 1064, 1080 (Fed. Cir. 2015) (holding that courts should determine “whether the 

Board relied on a ‘new ground of rejection’ by asking ‘whether applicants have had 

fair opportunity to react to the thrust of the rejection.’”). 

In this case, it is clear that the ’867 Provisional App and the ’233 Provisional 

App include substantially the same subject matter as Deenoo. As Table 1, illustrates 

there is a full correspondence between the contents of the provisional applications 

and Deenoo’s U.S. Patent Publication. Indeed, the provisional applications could not 

provide priority for Deenoo if the subject matter were not the same. See 35 U.S.C. 

119(e). Thus, any difference between the contents of the provisional applications 

and the relied upon sections of Deenoo is minor and immaterial to the Petition. 

Regardless, Petitioner has identified paragraphs 12, 14, 16, 211, and 251 and Figure 
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8 of Deenoo (shown in red font in Table 1) that do not have verbatim one-to-one 

basis in the provisional applications. Nonetheless, the concepts described in those 

portions of Deenoo are fully described in the provisional applications and any minor 

changes do not materially affect the subject matter relied upon by Petitioner in the 

Petition.  

The following subsections illustrate that these portions of Deenoo are 

supported by the provisional applications and are thus not new subject matter. 

1. Paragraphs 12, 14, and 16 of Deenoo are summaries 
describing later disclosure 

Paragraphs 12, 14, and 16 of Deenoo are part of the “Summary” section and 

summarize later disclosure in Deenoo’s specification. The provisional applications 

support that disclosure. 

Paragraph 12: The Petition relies on the summary of later disclosure of the 

WRTU receiving RRC configuration. Paragraph 12 is supported by paragraphs 143, 

173, and 198 of Deenoo. As shown above, at least paragraphs 95, 113, and 125 

support Deenoo’s disclosure. 

Paragraph 14: The Petition relies on the summary of the later disclosure of the 

PDCP algorithm. Paragraph 14 is supported by paragraphs 208-210 of Deenoo. As 

shown above, at least paragraph 128 supports Deenoo’s disclosure. 

Paragraph 16: The Petition relies on the summary of the later disclosure of the 

network containing a macro eNB and a small cell eNB. Paragraph 16 is supported 
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throughout Deenoo with disclosure of “macro eNB,” “MeNB,” and “SCeNB.” The 

same is true of both provisional applications. 

2. Figure 8 and Paragraph 211 of Deenoo find support in 
Paragraphs 208-210 

Both Figure 8 and paragraph 211 of Deenoo are based on and describe the 

sequence of events described in paragraphs 208-210 of Deenoo. Specifically, 

Deenoo explains that “FIG. 8 illustrates an example representation of the 

aforementioned sequence that captures the triggers for status check and the actions 

related to reordering timer.” Deenoo, ¶211. The “aforementioned sequence” is 

disclosed in paragraphs 208-210. The sequence of paragraphs 208-210 is disclosed 

in the ’867 Provisional App and the ’233 Provisional App at paragraph 128. Thus, 

the subject matter of Figure 8 is also disclosed at paragraph 128. 

3. Paragraph 251 of Deenoo finds support in Figure 12 

Paragraph 251 describes embodiments disclosed in Figure 12 of Deenoo. 

Figure 12 in Deenoo corresponds to Figure 10 in the provisional applications. 

Accordingly, the disclosure of paragraph 251 of Deenoo is found in at least Figure 

10 of each provisional application and paragraph 148 of the ’867 Provisional App 

and paragraph 163 of the ’233 Provisional App. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, Petitioner respectfully requests that Exhibits 1054 

and 1055 be submitted as supplemental information. 



U.S. Pat. No. 10,863,573 
IPR2025-00762 

– 16 – 
PETITIONER’S MOT. TO SUBMIT SUPP. INFO. 

 

Dated: November 7, 2025 
 
 
PERKINS COIE LLP 
11452 El Camino Real, Suite 300 
San Diego, CA 92130  
Telephone: (858) 720-5700 
Fax: (858) 720-5834 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 / Babak Tehranchi / 
Lead Counsel 
Babak Tehranchi, Reg. No. 55,937 
Attorney for Petitioner 



U.S. Pat. No. 10,863,573 
IPR2025-00762 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned hereby certifies that a true copy of the foregoing 

PETITIONER’S MOTION TO SUBMIT SUPPLEMENTAL 

INFORMATION and supporting materials (Exhibits 1040 and 1041) have been 

served this 7th day of November, 2025, by electronic mail to the attorneys of record, 

at the following addresses: 

Lead Counsel  
James Fussell  
Registration No. 54,885  
Mayer Brown LLP  
1999 K Street NW  
Washington, D.C. 20006  
Telephone: 202-263-3000  
jfussell@mayerbrown.com  

Back-Up Counsel  
Amanda S. Bonner  
Registration No. 65,224  
Mayer Brown LLP  
71 S. Wacker Drive  
Chicago, IL 60606  
Telephone: 312-782-0600  
asbonner@mayerbrown.com  

Back-Up Counsel  
Graham M. Buccigross  
Registration No. 65,191  
Mayer Brown LLP  
Two Palo Alto Square, Suite 300  
Palo Alto, CA 94306  
Telephone: 650-331-2000  
gbuccigross@mayerbrown.com  

Back-Up Counsel  
Clark S. Bakewell  
Registration No. 71,615  
Mayer Brown LLP  
1999 K Street NW  
Washington, D.C. 20006  
Telephone: 202-263-3000  
cbakewell@mayerbrown.com  

 
Dated: November 7, 2025 
 

 / Kate Rose /   
Kate Rose  
Senior Paralegal 

 
 



PROPOSED
EXHIBIT 1054 



ONEPLUS-1054 
OnePlus Tech. (Shenzhen) Co. v. Pantch Corp., IPR2025-00762 

Page 1 of 65



Page 2 of 65



Page 3 of 65



Page 4 of 65



Page 5 of 65



Page 6 of 65



Page 7 of 65



Page 8 of 65



Page 9 of 65



Page 10 of 65



Page 11 of 65



Page 12 of 65



Page 13 of 65



Page 14 of 65



Page 15 of 65



Page 16 of 65



Page 17 of 65



Page 18 of 65



Page 19 of 65



Page 20 of 65



Page 21 of 65



Page 22 of 65



Page 23 of 65



Page 24 of 65



Page 25 of 65



Page 26 of 65



Page 27 of 65



Page 28 of 65



Page 29 of 65



Page 30 of 65



Page 31 of 65



Page 32 of 65



Page 33 of 65



Page 34 of 65



Page 35 of 65



Page 36 of 65



Page 37 of 65



Page 38 of 65



Page 39 of 65



Page 40 of 65



Page 41 of 65



Page 42 of 65



Page 43 of 65



Page 44 of 65



Page 45 of 65



Page 46 of 65



Page 47 of 65



Page 48 of 65



Page 49 of 65



Page 50 of 65



Page 51 of 65



Page 52 of 65



Page 53 of 65



Page 54 of 65



Page 55 of 65



Page 56 of 65



Page 57 of 65



Page 58 of 65



Page 59 of 65



Page 60 of 65



Page 61 of 65



Page 62 of 65



Page 63 of 65



Page 64 of 65



Page 65 of 65



PROPOSED
EXHIBIT 1055 



ONEPLUS-1055 
OnePlus Tech. (Shenzhen) Co. v. Pantch Corp., IPR2025-00762

Page 1 of 63



Page 2 of 63



Page 3 of 63



Page 4 of 63



Page 5 of 63



Page 6 of 63



Page 7 of 63



Page 8 of 63



Page 9 of 63



Page 10 of 63



Page 11 of 63



Page 12 of 63



Page 13 of 63



Page 14 of 63



Page 15 of 63



Page 16 of 63



Page 17 of 63



Page 18 of 63



Page 19 of 63



Page 20 of 63



Page 21 of 63



Page 22 of 63



Page 23 of 63



Page 24 of 63



Page 25 of 63



Page 26 of 63



Page 27 of 63



Page 28 of 63



Page 29 of 63



Page 30 of 63



Page 31 of 63



Page 32 of 63



Page 33 of 63



Page 34 of 63



Page 35 of 63



Page 36 of 63



Page 37 of 63



Page 38 of 63



Page 39 of 63



Page 40 of 63



Page 41 of 63



Page 42 of 63



Page 43 of 63



Page 44 of 63



Page 45 of 63



Page 46 of 63



Page 47 of 63



Page 48 of 63



Page 49 of 63



Page 50 of 63



Page 51 of 63



Page 52 of 63



Page 53 of 63



Page 54 of 63



Page 55 of 63



Page 56 of 63



Page 57 of 63



Page 58 of 63



Page 59 of 63



Page 60 of 63



Page 61 of 63



Page 62 of 63



Page 63 of 63


	EX1054 - 61-753867 FH.pdf
	15800_61753867_01-17-2013_Application Data Sheet
	15800_61753867_01-17-2013_Specification
	15800_61753867_01-17-2013_Claims
	15800_61753867_01-17-2013_Abstract
	15800_61753867_01-17-2013_Drawings-other than black and white line drawings
	15800_61753867_01-17-2013_Fee Worksheet (SB06)
	15800_61753867_01-17-2013_Electronic Filing System Acknowledgment Receipt
	15800_61753867_01-17-2013_Placeholder sheet indicating presence of supplemental content in Supplemental Complex Repository for Examiners(SCORE)
	15800_61753867_02-06-2013_Filing Receipt

	EX1055 - 61-811233 FH.pdf
	15800_61811233_04-12-2013_Application Data Sheet
	15800_61811233_04-12-2013_Specification
	15800_61811233_04-12-2013_Claims
	15800_61811233_04-12-2013_Abstract
	15800_61811233_04-12-2013_Drawings-only black and white line drawings
	15800_61811233_04-12-2013_Fee Worksheet (SB06)
	15800_61811233_04-12-2013_Electronic Filing System Acknowledgment Receipt
	15800_61811233_05-24-2013_Filing Receipt




