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I. , INTRODUCTION AND NEGOTIATION HISTORY - ,

1. Complainants Ericsson Inc. and Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson (collectively,

“Ericsson” or “Complainants”) request that the United States International -Trade Commission

commence an investigation pursuant to Section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, 19

U.S.C. § 1337, based on the unlawful importation into the United States, the sale for importation,

and the sale Within the United States after importation, of certain electronic devices, including

wireless communication devices and tablet computers (collectively, “the Accused Products”),

that directly or indirectly infringe one or more of the following claims of U.S. Patent Nos.

8,717,996 (“the ’996 patent); 8,660,270 (“the ’270 patent”); 6,058,359 (“the ’359 patent”);

6,301,556 (“the ’556 patent”); 8,102,805 (“the ’805 patent”); 8,607,130 (“the ’l30 patent”);

8,837,381 (“the ’381 patent”); and 8,331,476 (“the ’476 patent”) (collectively, “the Asserted

Patents”):

- , Asserted-~~P'atent 1 . -1Asserted Claims ’
U.S. Patent NO. 8,717,996 | Claims 1, 2, 4, 6, 7, 9, 11-13, 15-19, 21, and 22
U.S. Patent NO. 8,660,270 Claims 7-12 and 18-23
U.S. Patent NO. 6,058,359 Claims 28-54 _
U.S. Patent N0. 6,301,556 Claims 1, 8-10,’12, 23, 24, 26, 27, 29-31, 38-40, 42, 49, 50,

‘ 52, 53, 57, 58, 64-66, and 68 ‘ .
US. Patent NO. 8,102,805 Claims 19, 20, 22-27, and 29-32 '
U.S._Patent NO. 8,607,130 Claims 1, 3, 5-8, 10, and 12-15 Y
U.S. Patent NO. 8,837,381 Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 11, 8.I1C1_13-15 '
US. Patent NO.‘8,331,476 Claims 1, 3, 4, 6, 8, 9, 11, 12, 14, 16, 25, and 26

l 2. Certified copies of each of the Asserted Patents are attached as Exhibit Nos. 1-8,

respectively. Ericsson Inc. and Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson collectively own all right, title,

and interest in each of the Asserted Patents. Copies of the recorded assignments for each of the



Asserted Patents are attached as Exhibit Nos. 9-16, respectively.1 Copies of the prosecution

histories for each of the Asserted Patents are attached as Appendices Nos. A-H, respectively.2

3. _ The Proposed Respondent is Apple Inc. (“Apple”). The accused Apple products

are electronic devices, including Wireless communication devices and tablet computers

manufactured by or on behalf of Apple that utilize industry standard telecommunications

technology. The Accused Products include Apple’s iPhone and iPad products and any other

cellular-enabled products. On infonnation and belief, the Accused Products are manufactured

and assembled overseas by or on behalf of Apple. The Accused Products are then sold for

importationinto the United States, or imported into the United States, or sold within the United

States after importation by or on behalf of Apple. I

4. As required by 19 U.S.C. § l337(a)(2) and (3), an industry in the United States

relating to articles protected by the Asserted Patents exists.

5. Ericsson seeks, as relief, a permanent limited exclusion order barring from entry

into the United States all infringing Accused Products. Ericsson also seeks a cease and desist

order directed to Apple prohibiting the sale for importation, importation, sale afler importation,

use, offer for sale, sale, distribution, advertising, testing,.repair, technical support, or any other

commercial activity related to infringing Accused Products. : p

6. Each of the Asserted Patents is essential to either the 2G GSM or 4G LTE

standard, and Ericsson takes this step only after exhausting all other options to conclude a license

with Apple on fair, reasonable, and non-discriminatory (“FRAND”) terms. Ericsson has

contractually committed to license its portfolio of patents that are essential to practice certain

1 Ericsson has provided certifiedcopies of the recorded assignments for each of the Asserted
Patents except the ’996 patent, which has been ordered and will be provided when received.

2-'Ericsson has ordered certified copies of the prosecution histories for each of the Asserted
Patents, which will be provided when received. » ~ '
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telecommunication standards (“Essential Patents”) on terms that are FRAND, with an honest

intent to conduct its licensing efforts in a manner consistent with the European

Telecommunications Standards Institute’s (“ETS[f’) intellectual property‘ rights (“IPR”)

policies. This commitment is entered into by means of declaration documents, serving as

contracts between Ericsson and ETSI for the benefit of third parties practicing the standard. And

Ericsson has repeatedly licensed its Essential Patents to companies worldwide, resulting in over

one hundred agreements in the telecommunications industry alone, in which such companies

have agreed to pay royalties to Ericsson in return for access to its global portfolio of patents on

FRAND terms. J

7. In 2008, Apple agreed to take a license to certain of Ericsson’s patents that are

essential to various industry standards. Before that license expired, Ericsson for two years

extended offers to Apple to renew its license on FRAND terms. Ericsson even offered to

arbitrate the dispute over a FRAND royalty for Ericsson’s global portfolio of Essential Patents.

More recently, Ericsson offered to enter into a binding determination of FRAND licensing terms

for Ericsson’s global portfolio of standard-essential patents before a U.S. federal district court.

See Confidential Ex. 17C, Letter from Ericsson to Apple, February 2, 2015. In sum, consistent

with its obligations to ETSI and the technology community, Ericsson has sought in good faith to

conclude a license agreement with Apple on FRAND terms. '

8. Ericsson’s efforts have failed because Apple refuses to pay a FRAND royalty for

a portfolio license commensurate with licenses taken by existing licensees and consistent with

the parties’ prior license. Apple’s,gambit is indistinguishable from a “reverse hold-up,” in which

Apple abuses the protections afforded by FRAND while granting itself free license to use

Ericsson’s patented technology. Such tactics give Apple a substantial, unfair edge over its

' 3



telecommunications competitors who have taken—and who maintain—licenses under Ericss0n’s

global portfolio of patents on FRAND terms. Apple has therefore not fulfilled its obligations to

remain a third party beneficiary of the contract between Ericsson and ETSI.

9. On January l2, 2015, without notice, Apple filed a declaratory judgment suit

against Ericsson in the U.S. District Court for the Northern District of California, seeking

declarations that seven of Ericsson’s patents—patents not at issue_here—are either not essential

or not infringed. In the event that those seven patents are proven essential, then Apple demands

that the District Court determine a special FRAND royalty just for Apple and just for those seven

patents-in-suit. In view of Ericsson’s much larger portfolio of standard essential patents in the

United States and all over the world, Apple’s strategy of litigating one standard essential patent

at a time could result in never-ending litigation of hundreds of essential patents in dozens. of

countries, while Apple continues to make infringing use of Ericss0n’s Essential Patents without

paying FRAND royalties. Not only would this deprive Ericsson of revenues necessary to

continue its innovation, it could disaffect Ericsson’s licensees, who have agreed to pay royalties.

10. Such tactics are ftmdamentally unfair to Ericsson and its licensees, especially

here, where (1) Ericsson’s offer is consistent with the parties’ last agreement, (2) Apple’s

competitors in the mobile telecommunications industry have actively‘ licensed Ericsson’s

portfolio on comparable global FRAND licensing terms, and (3) Ericsson has even offered to

arbitrate or litigate a FRAND royalty for Ericsson’s Essential Patents in one proceeding before a

U.S. federal district court. Ericsson takes this step of seeking the issuance of an exclusion order

directed to Apple only after exhausting all other options to conclude a license on FRAND terms.

II. - COMPLAINANTS

' ’ ll. . Telefonaktiebolaget _LMEricsson (“LM Ericsson”) is a corporation organized and

existing under the laws of the Kingdom of Sweden, having its principal place of business at.- 4t~



Torshamnsgatan 21, Kista, Stockholm, Sweden. LM Ericsson Wholly owns its subsidiary

Ericsson Holding II Inc., a Delaware corporation, which in ttun wholly owns Complainant

Ericsson Inc. . ‘

12.- Ericsson Inc. is a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of

Delaware, having its principal place of business at 6300 Legacy Drive, Plano, Texas 75024.

13. Ericsson is one of the world’s largest suppliers of telecommunications network

equipment and related services to telecom operators. Ericsson has over 114,000 employees and

customers in more than 180 countries. Worldwide, more than 40 percent of all mobile phone

calls are made through Ericsson networks. Ericsson employs more than 14,000 people in North

America, including a substantial number of employees in the United States.

14. Ericsson has a long history of innovative technical contributions, including the

patents-at-issue in this lawsuit. Inaddition, some of Ericsson’s other accomplishments include:

- in 1878, Ericsson sold its first telephone;
- in 1977, Ericsson introduced the'world’s first digital telephone exchange;

-- in 1981, Ericsson introduced its first mobile telephone system, NMT;
- in 1991, Ericsson launched 2G phones and the world’s first 2G network; '

» ~ in 1994, Ericsson invented Bluetooth;
- in 2001, Ericsson made the world’s first 3G call for Vodafone i_nthe UK; and
- in 2009, Ericsson started the world’s first 4G network and made the first 4G call.

15. Ericsson researches, "develops, engineers, manufactures, and operates

telecommunications products and is a leader in establishing telecommunications standards across

the industry. Ericsson is widely viewed as one of the leading innovators in the field of cellular

communications. Due to the work of more than 25,000 Ericsson research and development

(“R&D”) employees, Ericss0n’s inventions are‘~a-valuablepart of the fundamental technology

that seamlessly comiects phones, smartphones, and other mobile devices using cellular networks

worldwide and provides increased performance and new features for the benefit of consumers.
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As a result of its extensive R&D efforts, Ericsson holds approximately 35,000 granted patents

worldwide. e

III. PROPOSED RESPONDENT g

16. On information and belief, Apple Inc. (a/k/a Apple Computer, Inc.) (“Apple”) is a

corporation organized under the laws "of the State of Califomia with_its principal place of

business at l Infinite Loop, Cupertino, CA 95014. See Ex. 18, Apple’s 2014 Form 10-K.

17. On infonnation and belief, Apple and its affiliates design, develop, manufacture,

import, and sell after importation the Accused Products, which include, inter alia, the iPhone and

the iPad. See Ex. 18, Apple’s 2014 Fonn 10-K, at 1-9. Apple sells the Accused Products within

the United States by various means, including through retail and online stores, direct sales, and

third-party resellers. See id. Apple also performs several services to support the importation and

sale of the Accused Products into and within the United States, including marketing the Accused

Products, development and distribution of software, repair of the Accused Products,-and other

afier-sale services, such as supporting and configuring the Accused Products, as well as

providing technical support to U.S.-based customers and distributors to conform the Accused

Products to purchaser requests. See id. _ '

IV. THE PRODUCTS AND TECHNOLOGY AT ISSUE3

18. Pursuant to Commission Rule'2lO.l2(a)(l2), the Accused Products are certain

electronic devices, including but not limited to smartphones and tablet computers (collectively

“Accused Products”). The Accused Products include Apple’s iPhone and iPad products and any

other cellular-enabled products. ‘

3The description of the technology at issue is provided for purpose of general infonnation and
understanding and is not meant to be a position With respect to claim construction and/or other
technical aspects of patent law. - I
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19. U.S. Patent No. 8,717,996 is essential to the 3GPP LTE Series of standards and

was declared essential on September 26, 2011. See Ex. 19, ETSI IPR Declaration for the ’996

patent. The technology at issue with respect to the ’996 patent relates to an improved contention

based random access procedure. ‘ ‘

20. U.S. Patent No. 8,660,270 is essential to the 3GPP LTE Series of standards,

which include the 36 series of specifications by 3GPP, and a foreign counterpart,

WO2009/038522, was declared essential to 3GPP TS 33.401 on September 17, 2009. See EX.20,

ETSI IPR Declaration for the ’270, ’38l, and ’805 patents. The technology at issue with respect

to the ’270 patent relates to the derivation of the security key (“K eNB”) used to encrypt and

decrypt data transmitted between User Equipment and the eNode B (i.e., a cellular base station).

4 21. U.S. Patent No. 6,058,359 is essential to the 2G standards and was declared

essential to ETSI’s GSM standards on February 22, 2002. See Ex. 21, ETSI IPR Declaration for

the ’359 and ’556 patents. The technology at issue with respect to the ’359 patent relates to

providing soft adaptability of a coding operation dunng speech ‘processing.

22. U.S. Patent No. 6,301,556 is essential to the 2G standards and was declared

essential to ETSI’s GSM standards on February 22, 2002. See Ex. 21. The technology at issue

with respect to the ’556 patent"relates to an apparatus and method for reducing sparseness in

coded speech signals during speech processing. _

1 23. U.S. Patent Application 12/447,522, which became U.S. Patent No. 8,102,805

asserted here, is essential to the 3GPP 36 LTE Series of standards and was declared essential to

3GPP TS 36.212 on September 17, 2009. See Ex. 20. The technology at-issue with respect to the

’805 patent relates to an efficient technique for signaling and processing scheduling information

in a spatial multiplexing Wireless communication system. " » - 
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. 24. U.S. Patent No. 8,607,130 is essential to the 3GPP 36 LTE series of standards

and a foreign counterpart, WO2008149216A3, was declared essential to 3GPP TS 36.212 on

February 28, 2013. See Ex. 22, ETSI IPR Declaration for the ’130 patent. The technology at

issue with respect to the ”130 patent relates to an efficient technique for using- error coding

circuits to encode input streams such that the encoded input streams are redundant and the error

correction capability of the overall communication system is enhanced. A

25. U.S. Patent No. 8,837,381 is essential to the 3GPP 36 LTE series of standards and

foreign counterpart, WO2008/115110, was declared essential to 3GPP TS 36.213 on September

17, 2009. See EX. 20. The technology at issue with respect to the ’381 patent relates to an

efficient technique for reporting channel state information from a handset to a base station.

26. U.S. Patent N0. 8,331,476 is essential to the 3GPP 36 LTE series of standards and

was declared essential to 3GPP 36.213 and 3GPP TS 36.331 on September 13, 2013. See Ex. 23,

ETSI IPR Declaration for the ’476 patent. ‘ The technology at issue with respect to the ’476

patent relates to methods and apparatus for detecting multi-antenna base station transmission

modes. ‘ »

V. THE ASSERTED PATENTS AND NON-TECHNICAL DESCRIPTIONS4

A. U.S. Patent N0. 8,717,996

1. Identification and Ownership of the ’996 Patent ~

27. United States Patent No. 8,717,996, titled “Uplink Scrambling During Random

Access,” issued on May 6, 2014, to inventors Stefan Parkvall, Erik Dahlman, and Tobias

Tynderfeldt. See Ex. 1. The ’996 patent issued from Application No. 13/430,844-, filed on

March 27, 2012. Id. ' S

4Nopart of this Complaint, including any sections herein or Exhibit hereto, construes, or is _
intended to construe, the specification,'fi1e history, or claims of any of the Asserted Patents. .



28. _The ’996 patent has 6 independent claims and 22 dependent claims. ‘Id. Ericsson

is asserting claims 1, 2, 4, 6, 7, 9, ll-13, 15-19,21, and 22 of the ’996 patent in this

Investigation. Further investigation and discovery may lead to the assertion of additional claims.

29. The Asserted Claims of the F996 patent are valid, enforceable, and currently in

full force and effect until the expiration of the ’996 patent on August 29, 2027. Ericsson Inc. and

Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson collectively own by assignment the entire right, title, and

interest in and to the ’996 patent. See Ex. 95;Ex. 24C, Assignment Agreement and Addendum.

30. Pursuant to ‘Commission Rule 210.l2(c)(l), this Complaint is accompanied by a

copy of the prosecution history of the ’996 patent and three copies thereof. App. A.6 Pursuant

to Commission Rule 2lO.l2(c)(2), this Complaint is accompanied‘ by four copies of each

technical reference identified in the prosecution history of the ’996 patent. App. I. ‘

2. Non-Technical Description of the ’996 Patent I

31. The ’996 patent is directed to an improved technique for allowing a user’s cellular

device to rapidly establish communication with a cellular network when being powered on,

recovering from an error, or moving into a new area. To gain access to a cellular network for

data transmission, a user terminal may request access over a random access channel. This

invention improves the operation of contention based random access systems by providing

techniques for better identifying the user terminal requesting access, minimizing interference,

estimating the channel conditions between the user tenninal and the base station, allocating

resources for commtmieation with the user terminal, and establishing timing and synchronization

between the user terminal and the base station. "

5'A certified copy has been ordered and-will be provided when received.

A certified copy has been ordered and will be provided when received.
6
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\ . 3. Foreign Counterparts I '

' 32. The foreign patents and patent applications corresponding to the -’996patent are:

Application Application ' Status Patent Patent No. Country
Date Number Date ,,
2012-11-27 DIPCT197/201, Filed ‘ - ' EG
2008-07-03 087794l0.3 .Filed , EP
2008-07-03 0816/KOLNP/2010 Filed IN
2008-07-03‘ 2010-519888 Granted 2012-08-24‘ 5070339 ' JP

2012-08.-16 2012-180645 V Granted 2014-O7-04 5570561 JP
2008-07-03 2010108231 Granted ' 2013-05-27 2483490 RU.
2013-01-28 2013103676 Filed RU
2008'-08-06 _ 0801004083 Filed TH
2008-07-03 PCT/SE2008/050832 Inact (NAT) _ WO-1

33. On information and belief, no other foreign applications or patents corresponding

to the ’996 patent have been filed, abandoned, or rejected. ‘ 1 '

4. Licenses

t 34. As required under Commission Rule 2l0.12(a)(9)(iii), a list of currently-licensed

entities is attached to this Complaint. See Ex. 25C. On information and belief, there are no other

currently identified licenses involving the ’996 patent. '

‘ B. U.S. Patent No. 8,660,270 '

1. Identification and Ownership of the ’270Patent

-. 35. United States Patent No. 8,660,270, titled “Method and Arrangement in a

Telecommunication System,” issued on February 25, 2014, to inventors Rolf Blom, Gunnar

Mildh, and Karl Norrman. Ex. 2. The .’270 patent issued from Application No. 12/677,675, filed.

on_May 20,2008. Id: _ ” ' i '

~36. , The ’270 patent has 4 independent claims and 19 dependent claims. Id. Ericsson

is asserting claims 7-12 and 18-23 of the ‘270 patent in this Investigation. Further investigation

and discovery may lead‘to the assertion of additional claims.‘ A _ '

10.



37. The Asserted Claims of the ’27O patent are valid, enforceable, and currently in

full force and effect until its expiration’ on March 23, 2029. Ericsson Inc. and

Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson collectively own by assignment the entire right, title, and

interest in and to the ’27O patent. Ex. 10; Ex. 24C. g _ '

38. Pursuant to Commission Rule 21O.12(c)(l), this Complaint is accompanied by a

copy of the prosecution history of the ’27Opatent and three copies thereof. App. B.7 Pursuant to

Commission Rule 21O.l2(c)(2), this Complaint is accompanied by four copies of each technical

reference identified in the prosecution history of the ’27Opatent. App-.J. '

2. Non-Technical Description of the "’270Patent A

39. The ’27Opatent is directed to a method and system for establishing a security key

(called an “K eNB”) used for encrypting and decrypting the data transferred between the User

Equipment (“UE,” e.g., a cell phone operating on an Evolved Packet System network) and the

eNode B (e.g., a cellular base station in an Evolved Packet System network). At a high-level,

LTE networks use “Symmetric Key Cryptography” to transmit encrypted data between the UE

and the eNode B. In this type of cryptography, both the UE and the eNode B use the same key to

encrypt and decrypt each packet of data transmitted between the two. However, if the key used

to the encryption (and the decryption) is known to others, the encrypted data being transmitted is

subject to interception and decryption by unwanted entities. As such, the patent establishes a

procedure for deriving the “K eNB” security key using the NAS_U_SEQ (the “NAS user

sequence” number) and a stored Access Security Management Key (“K_ASME”).

3. Foreign Counterparts K V

40. The foreign patents and patent applications corresponding to the ’27Opatent are:

7A certified copy has been ordered and will be provided when received.

' . l l '



U.S. Patent No. 8,660,270 
Application
Date

Application
Number

Status Patent
Date

Patent N0. Country

2008-08-25 P080l03692’ Granted 2014-.08-22 AR06803lB1 AR
2008-05-20 08767152.5 Granted" 201 1-09-07 2191608 AT.
2008-05-20 2008301284 " Granted 2013-08-22 2008301284 AU
2008-05-20 2013213718 Filed AU
2008-05-20 08767152.5 Granted 2011-09-07 2191608 BE
2008-05-20 2699846 Filed(Exa) CA
2008-05-20 087671525 Granted 2011-09-07 2191608 CH
2008-05-20 2012104010802 Filed CN
2008-05-20 200880107382.0 Opposition 2012-12-12 ZL2008801073

82.0
CN

2008-05-20 10-012466 Granted 2013-06-27 38281 CO
2008-05-20 087671525 _ Granted 201 1-09-07 2191608 DE
2008-05-20 08767l52.5 Granted 2011-09-07 2191608 DK
2008-05-20 13 163 049.3 Filed EP
2008-05-20 08767152.5 Opposition 201 1-09-07 2191608 EP
2008-05-20 11l78378.3 Filed EP
2008-05-20 08767l52.5 Granted 201 1-09-07 2191608 ES
2008-05-20 08767152.5 Granted 201 1-09-07 2191608 FR
2008-05-20 08767l52.5 Granted 2011-09-07 2191608 GB
2008-05-20 554/CHENP/2010 Filed IN .
2008-05-20 08767152.5 Granted 2011-09-07 2191608 IT
2008-05-20 2010-524820 Filed (EXA) JP
2008-05-20 2012-183895 Granted 2013-12-06 5425281 JP
2008-05-20 08767152.5 Granted 2011-09-07 2191608 NL
2008-05-20 087671525 Granted 2011-09-07 2191608 PL
2008-05-20 08767152.5 Granted 201 1-09-07 2191608 ' PT
2008-05-20 2010115362 Granted 2012-11-10 2466503 RU
2008-05-20 201000543-7 Granted 2012-08-31 158633 SG
2008-05-20 08767l52.5 Granted 201 1-09-07 2191608 TR
2008-05-20 PCT/SE2008/050591 Inact (NAT) WO

41. On information and belief, no other foreign applications or patents corresponding

to the ’270 patent have been filed, abandoned, or rejected.

42. '

4. Licenses

As required under Commission Rule 210.12(a)(9)(iii), a list of currently-licensed

entities is attached to this Complaint. See Ex. 25C. On infonnation and belief, there are no other

currently identified licenses involving the ’270 patent.‘

12



C. U.S. Patent N0. 6,058,359

1. Identification and Ownership of the ’359Patent ' 0 C

43. United States Patent No. 6,058,359, titled “Speech Coding including Soft

Adaptability Feature,” issued on May 2, 2000, to inventors Roar Hagen andvErik Ekudden. Ex.

3._The ’359 patent issued from Application No. 09/034,590, filed on March 4, 1-998. Id..

44. The ’359 patent has 4 independent claims and 50 dependent claims. Ericsson is

asserting claims 28-54 of the ’359 patent in thislnvestigation. Further investigation and

discovery may lead to the assertion of additional claims. _

45. The Asserted Claims of the ’359 patent are valid, enforceable, and currently in

full force and effect until itsexpiration on March 4, 2018. Ericsson Inc. and Telefonaktiebolaget

LM Ericsson collectively own by assignment the entire right, title, and interest in and to the ’359

patent, Ex. ll; EX.24C. 

46. Pursuant to Commission Rule 210.12(c)(1), this Complaint is accompanied by a

copy of the prosecution history of the ’359 patentand three copies thereof. App. C.8 Pursuant to

Commission Rule 2l0.12(c)(2), this Complaint is accompanied by four copies of each technical

reference identified in the prosecution history of the ’359 patent. App. K.

~ 2. Non-Technical Description of the ’359 Patentmyp '-~

47. ' The ’359 patent discloses a technique for improving the quality of ‘decoded of

coded speech signals transmitted over a wireless network. Efficient decoding techniques like

those disclosed in the ’359 patent are important to improving the quality of a decoded speech

signal at a user device. More specifically, the technique disclosed in the ’359‘patent adapts the

functionality of a decoder during speech processing by relying upon parameters used from the

8A certified copy has been ordered and vvillbe provided Cvvhenreceived. '
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coding process. Prior to the invention disclosed in the ’359 patent, most speech coders chose

from a limited number of coding methods based"on an identification of each segment of speech

being encoded, which resulted in a general degradation]of speech quality at a receiving handset.

The ’359 patent discloses a technique for enhancing the quality of coded speech by changing or,

adapting the coding method for each segment of speech using parameters already existing in the

encoder, allowing for an infinite number of modifications to the coding process. This greatly

reduces errors in speech coding and improves quality and clarity of speech received at a mobile

device.

3. Foreign Counterparts

48. The foreign patents and patent applications corresponding to the ’359 patent are:

' “ ‘ i Y‘I U.S. Patent N0. 6,058,359

Application
Date

Application
Number

Status Patent Date Patent N0. Country

1999-3-2 998036404 Granted 2005-1-5 ZL99803640-4 CN
1999-3-2 200410069824-0 Granted 2006-7-5 ZL200410069824- CN

0

1999-3-2 99908047/6 Granted 2002-7-24 1058927 DE
2002-5-7 020093852 Granted 2005-5-25 69925515-5-08 DE
1999-3-2 99908047.6 Granted 2002-7-24 1058927 EP
2002-5-7 020093 85.2 Granted 2005-5-25 1267329 EP
1999-3-2 99908047/6 Granted 2002-7-24 1058927 ' FR
2002-5-7 020093 85.2 Granted 2005-5-25 1267329 ‘FR
1999-3-2 99908047/6 Granted 2002-7-24 1058927 _ ' ./GB
2002-5-7 02009385.2 Granted 2005-5-25 1267329 GB
1999-3-2 2000-5 34999 ' Granted 2002-12-6 3378238 " JP.
1999-3-2 PCT/SE1999/00302 Inactive

(NAT)
WO

49. On information and belief, no other foreign applications or patents corresponding

to the ’359 patent have been filed, abandoned, or rejected.



4. Licenses

50. As required under Commission Rule 2lO.l2(a)(9)(iii), a list of currently-licensed

entities is attached to this Comp1aint.-See Ex. 25C. On information and belief, there are no other

currently identified licenses involving the ’359 patent.

D. U.S. Patent N0. 6,301,556 ‘

1. ' Identification and Ownership of the ’556 Patent ’

51. United States Patent No. 6,301,556, titled “Reducing Sparseness in Coded Speech

Signals,” issued on October 9, 2001, to inventors Roar Hagen, Bjom Stig Erik Johansson,

Ekudden, and Willem Baastian Kleijn. Ex. 4. The ’556 patent issued from Application No.

09/470,472, filed on December 22, 1999. Id. i

452. The ’556 patent has 4 independent claims and 64 dependent claims. Id. Ericsson

is asserting claims 1, 8-10, 12, 23, 24, 26, 27, 29-31, 38-40,‘42, 49, 50, 52, 53, 57, 58, 64-66, and

68 of the ’556 patent in this Investigation. Further investigation and discovery may lead to the

assertion of additional claims.

53. The Asserted Claims of the ’556 patent are valid, enforceable, and currently in

full force and effect until its expiration on March 4, 2018. Ericsson Inc. and Telefonaktiebolaget

LM Ericsson collectively own by assignment the entire right, title, and interest in and to the ’556

patent. Ex. 12; Ex. 24C. _ - p .

54. Pursuant to Commission Rule 21O.12(c)(l), this Complaint is accompanied by a

copy of the prosecution history of the ’556 patent and three copies thereof. App. D.9 Pursuant to

Commission Rule 2l0.12(c)(2), this Complaint is accompaniedby four copies of each technical

reference identified in the prosecution history of the ’556 patent. App. L.

9A-certified copy has been ordered and will be provided when received.

- -* A .15"



2. Non-Technical Description of the ’556 Patent

55. The ’556 patent is directed to a technique for improving the quality of a speech

signal received at a mobile device by reducing sparseness in a coded speech signal. During the

transmission of digital speech over a network, speech is encoded at a sending device in order to

reduce the number of bits needed to transmit the speech. This coding process provides the

benefit of more efficiently transmitting speech over a network, but results in an output speech

signal that is lower in quality than most users would find acceptable. This problem, known as

speech “sparseness” is solved by the inventions claimed in the ’556 patent, which relate to

techniques for improving the general quality of decoded speech, providing for improved speech

quality in a mobile network. '

3. Foreign Counterparts

56. The foreign patents and patent applications corresponding to the ’556 patent are:

" ‘ ‘L. . 7 _ U.S. Patent No. 6,301,556 . ,1 I

Application 1
Date

Application ‘
Number

Status Patent Date Patent No. Country

1998-8-25 88952/98 Granted 2003-2-13 753740 AU
1998-8-25 P19811615-0 Filed BR
1998-8-25 2301886 Granted 2007-10-23 2301886 CA
1998-8-25 98808782/0 Granted 2003-10-22 ZL98808782.0 CN
1998-8-25 98940752/3 Granted 2003-10-23 69808936-.7 DE
1998-8-25 02013526.5 Granted 2005-1-19 698 28 709.6-08 DE
1997-9-2
1998-8-25

98940752.3
020135265

Granted
Granted

2002-10-23
2005-1-19

1008141
1267330 1

EP
EP

1998-8-25 20000449 Granted 2004-5-14 F1113595 B Fl
1998-8-25 98940752/3 Granted 2002- 10-22 1008141 FR
1998-8-25 020135265 Granted 2005-1-19 1267330 ' FR
1998-8-25 98940752/3 Granted 2002-10-22 1008141 GB.
1998-8-25 02013526.5 Granted 2005-1-19 1267330 GB
1998-8-25 03103271-1 Granted 2005-1-19 03103271-1 HK
1998'-8-25 98940752/3 Granted 2002-10-23 1008141 IT’
1998-8-25 02013526.5 Granted 2005-1-19 1267330 IT
1998-8-25 2000-509080 Granted 2003-8-22 3464450 7 JP .
1998-8-25 2000700201 1 Granted 2004-1-20 0417351 KR
1998-8-25 2000001837 Granted 2004-8-5 221970 ' MX



"‘

1998-8-25 120001084371 |Granted 1.2004-10-27 |2239239 -IRU
2004-5-13 20041146681. |Granted 12010-4-27 12388069 |RU
1998-8-25 200000714-6 ]Granted 12002-4-11_ |70917- |_SG
1998-8-20 87113740 . Granted l 2000-10-16 | ll62l5 ‘

1998-8-25 PCT/SE1998/01515 Inact ‘ ‘ Y (NAT) .

|TW

‘W0

K 57. On information and belief, no other foreign applications or patents corresponding

to the ’556 patent have beenrfiled, abandoned, or rejected.

4. Licenses

58. As required under Commission Rule 210.l2(a)(9)(iii), a list of currently-licensed

entitiesis attached to this Complaint. See Ex. 25C. On information and belief, there are no other

currently identified licenses involving the ’556 patent. 1

E. U.S. Patent N0. 8,102,805

1. Identification and Ownership of the ’805 Patent ‘

59. United States Patent N0. 8,102,805, titled “HARQ in Spatial Multiplexing MIMO

System,” issued on Janualy 24, 2012, to inventors B0 Goransson, Per Johan Torsner, and Stefan

Parkvall. Ex. 5. The ’805 patent issued from Application No. 12/447,522, filed on October 26,

2007. Id. ’ _ '

. 60. VThe ’805 patent has 5 independent claims and 28 dependent claims. Id. Ericsson

is asserting, claims l9, 20, 22-27, and 29-32 of the ’805 patent in this Investigation. Further

investigation and discovery may lead to the assertion of additional claims. ,

61. The Asserted Claims of the ’805 patent are valid, enforceable, and currently in

full force and effect until its expiration on December 13, 2028. Ericsson Inc. and

Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson collectively own by assignment the entire right, title, and

interest in and to the ’805 patent. Ex. 13; Ex. 24C. _ 0' '

817



62. Pursuant to Commission Rule 210.l2(c)(l), this Complaint is accompanied by a

copy of the prosecution history of the ’805 patent and three copies thereof. App. E.'0 Pursuant

to Commission Rule 2lO.l2(c)(2), this Complaintis accompanied by four copies of each

technical reference identified in the prosecution history of the ’805 patent. App. M.

r’ 2. ~ Non-Technical Description of the ’805 Patent

63. The ’805 patent describes a technique for a basestation and a user’s cellular

device to talk to each other in a situation where there has been an error during an initial reception

of data by the cellular device and that data must be retransmitted. Further, the invention relates

to the situation where the basestation contains a plurality of antennas that are transmitting to the

user’s cellular device at the same time (e.g., spatial multiplexing). This process includes

signaling’ and processing scheduling information in a spatial multiplexing wireless

communication system where multiple antennas transmit different streams of information at the
' ' x

same time. When an error occurs in one of the transmissions, the invention of the ’805 patent

facilitates efficient signaling of re-transmissionprocess information, such as may be employed in

hybrid automatic repeat request (“HARQ”) error control systems. The invention of the ’805

patent relates to the radio frequency signal path on a user’s cellular device including but not

limited to the RF front end circuitry, the transceiver, the modem, and the baseband processing

circuitry. ' i V ' »

. 3. Foreign Counterparts _ ' _ _ . V’ ‘ »

64. The foreign patents and patent applications corresponding to the ’805 patent are:

Application Application Status - » Patent“D_ate Patent No. _ V Country
Date Number " '

2007-10-26 l 2007314679 l Granted - 2011-09-29 I 2007314679 | AU

1°A certified copy has been ordered and will be provided when received.



U.S. Patent N0. 8,102,805 '
2011-09-16 201 1224065 Granted 2014-01-16 2011224065
2007-10-26 20l2l0570484.4 Filed (EXA)
2007-10-26 20l210570595.5 Filed (EXA)
2007- 10-26 20l2l0570297.6 Inactivate
2007-10-26 200780040411.1 Granted 2013-02-06 ZL2007800404

11.1
2007-10-26 l419l29l.5 Filed
2007-10-26 078353661 Filed
2007-10-26 2036/KOLNP/2

009
Filed

2007-10-26 MX/A/2009/004
543

Inactivate 2011-03-09 284533

2007-10-26 MX/A/201 1/002
024.

Granted 2012-03-21 297277

2007-10-26 M)UA/2012/003
119 K

Granted 2014-01-26 310830

2006-10-31 0602300-6 Inact (EXP)
2007-10-29 0701005442 Filed
2007-10-26 PCT/SE2007/05

0782
lnact (NAT)

2007-10-26 2009/02542 Granted 2010-07-28 2009/02542

65.

to the ’805 patent have been filed, abandoned, or rejected.

Licenses

On information and belief, no other foreign applications or patents corresponding

66. As required under Commission Rule 2l0.l2(a)(9)(iii), a list of currently-licensed

entities is attached to this Complaint. See Ex. 25C. On information and belief, there are no other

currently identified licenses involving the ’805 patent.

F. U.S. Patent N0. 8,607,130

1. Identification and Ownership of the ’130Patent

67. United States Patent No. 8,607,130, titled “Computationally Efficient

Convolutional Coding with Rate-Matching,” issued on December 10, 2013, to inventor Jung-Fu

Cheng. See Ex. _6. The ’130 patent issued from Application No. 13/687,903, filed on November

28, 2012. Id.

19



68. The ’130 patent has 5 independent claims and 11 dependent claims. Id. Ericsson

is asserting claims 1, 3, 5-'8', 10, and 12-15 of the ’130 patent in this Investigation. Further

investigation and discovery may lead to the assertion of additional claims. ' '

V 69. The Asserted Claims of the ’13O patent are va_lid,enforceable, and currently in

full force and effect until the expiration of the ’130 patent on Jtme 5, 2028. Ericsson Inc. and

Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson collectively own by assignment the entire right, title, and

interest in and to the ’130 patent. 'See Ex. 14; Ex. 24C. 1 A _ ’

- 70. Pursuant to Commission Rule 2lO.12(c)(1), this Complaint is accompanied by a

copy of the prosecution history of the ’130 patent and three copies thereof. App. F.“ Pursuant

to Commission Rule 210.12(c)(2), this Complaint is accompanied by four copies of each

technical reference identified in the prosecution history of the ’130 patent. App. N.

2. Non-Technical Description of the ’l30 Patent

71. The ’130 patent discloses an efficient technique for a base station and a mobile

device to communicate with each other in such a way as to deal with the possibility of errors in

the communication system. The patent discloses using error coding circuits to encode input

streams such that the encoded input streams are redundant and the error correction capability of.

the overall communication system’is enhanced. Such circuits are found in both base stations and

mobile devices. To that end, the patent discloses using a variable rate, non-systematic

convolutional encoder to generate multiple groupings of parity bits fromrthe input streams. The

patent also discloses using interleaving circuits to optimally organize each of the parity bits in

eachggrouping, such as by placing odd parity bits before even parity bits in -each grouping of

parity bits. The patent further discloses using a rate matching circuit -to match the data

U A certified copyhas been ordered and will be provided when received.
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transmission channel rate, which may be done by puncturing or repeating bits in an optimal

fashion. An example of optimal puncturing is done by puncturing one or more bits from a single

grouping of parity bits, one bit at a time, before, if necessary, proceeding to puncture from the

next grouping of parity bits one bit at a time. An example of optimal repeating is done by

repeating bits from one grouping of parity bits, one bit at a time, before, if necessary, proceeding

to repeat bits from the next grouping of parity bits. The invention of the ’l30 patent relates to

the radio-frequency signal path on a user’s mobile device including but not limited to the radio

frequency front-end circuitry, the transceiver, and the baseband processing circuitry.

3. Foreign Counterparts

72. The foreign patents and patent applications corresponding to the ’130 patent are:

I U.S. Patent No. 8,607,130 . ' " - '3
Application Status Patent Date Patent N0. CountryApplication

Date Number
2008-06-06 P10813344-1 Filed
2008-06-06 2689292 Filed

(EXA)
2008-06-06 20l310361555.4 Filed
2008-06-06 200880019235.8 Opposition 2013-09-18 ZL200880019235

8

2008-06-06 08762803.8 Filed
2008-06-06 ll l02492.6 Granted 2014-02-14 HKl148403
2008-06-06 l4l04849.9 Filed
2008-06-06 8490/DELNP/2009 Filed
2008-06-06 2010-510902 Granted 2013-10-04 5379127
2008-06-06 10-201-0-7000491 Filed

(EXA)
2008-06-06 200908131-6 Granted 2012-03-30 157574
2008-06-06 PCT/lB2008/001467 Inact

(NAT)
2008-07-03 197/2010 Grante 2013-01-30 26074

73.

d

On information and belief, no other foreign applications or patents corresponding

to the ’130 patent have been filed, abandoned, or rejected.
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4. Licenses . ' 

74. ' As required under Commission Rule 210.12(a)(9)(iii), a list of licensed entities is

attached to this Complaint. See Ex. 25C. On infonnation and belief, there are no other current

licenses involving the ’1’30patent. '

G. U.S; Patent No. 8,837,381

1. Identification and Ownership of the ’381Patent

75. United States Patent No. 8,837,381, titled “Using an Uplink Grant as Trigger of

First or Second Type’of CQI Report,”'issued on September 16, 2014, to inventors Eva Englund,

Pal Frenger, and Stefan Parkvall. See Ex. 7. The ’381 patent issued from Application No.

12/532,360, filed on September 27, 2007. Id. —

76; The ’38l patent has 4 independent claims and 27 dependent claims. Id. Ericsson

isasserting claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 11, and _l3-15 of the ’38l patent in this Investigation. Further

investigation and discovery may lead to the assertion of additional claims.

77. The Asserted Claims of the ’381 patent are valid, enforceable, and currently in

full force and effect until the expiration of the ’381 patent on October ‘I4, 2030. Ericsson Inc.

and‘Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson collectively own by assigmnent the entire right, title, and

interest in and to the ’38l patent. See Ex. 15; Ex. 24C.

78. Pursuant to Commission Rule 2lO.12(c)(1), this Complaint is accompanied by a

copy of the prosecution history of the ’38l patent and three copiesthereof. App. G.” Pursuant

to Commission Rule 2l0.l2(c)(2), this Complaint is accompanied by four copies of each

teclmical reference identified in the prosecution history of the ’38l patent. App. O. 1'

12A certified copy has been ordered and will be provided when received. e
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2. Non-Technical Description of the ’381 Patent - - »

79. The ’381 patent discloses an efficient technique for reporting information about

the quality of a channel from a handset to a base station. Base stations use channel state

infonnation received from handsets to select the most efficient modulation and coding scheme.

The patent teaches that handsets should be capable of sending different types of channel state

information reports, some more detailed than others. If the handset has received an uplink grant,

it should send a' detailed “high resolution” channel state information report. If the handset has

not received an uplink grant, it should send a less detailed “low resolution” channel state

information report.

80.

3. Foreign Counterparts

The foreign patents and patent applications corresponding to the ’38l patent are:

S. Patent N0;8,837,381
Application
Date

Application
Number

Status Patent Date Patent N0. Country

2007-09-27 833/2009 ~ Filed AE
2008-03-18 080101124 _Filed AR
2007-09-27 2007349357 Granted 2011-08-04 2007349357 AU
2007-09-27 P10721419-7 Filed BR‘
2007-09-27 2680718 Filed CA
2007-09-'27 200780052813.3 Granted 2013-04-24 ZL20078005281

3.3
CN

2007-09-27 09-090142 Granted 2012-11-26 2310 CO
2007-09-27 090403 Filed DZ
2007-09-27 1391/2009 Granted 2012-08-15 25811 EG
200-7-09-27 07835268.‘) Filed EP
2007-09-27 14182086.0 Filed EP
2007-09-27 101080036 oGranted 2014-02-07 HK1l41655 HK
2007-09-27 WO-O0 2009 02559 Granted 2013-04-05‘ ID P0033439 ID
2007-09-27 200,744 Granted 2013-08-31 200744 _ IL
2007-09-27 5621fDELNP/2009 Filed IN
2007-09-27
2007-09-27

PCT/SE2007/050683
2009-7017865 Granted

Granted 2012-02-17
2014-11-05

4927959’
1460822

JP
KR

2007-09-27 PV/32231 Granted 2010-03-01 31261 MA
2007-09-27 MX/A/2009/007177 Granted 2011-04-25 285983  MX
2007-09-27 PI 20092797 Granted 2013 -07-31 MY-149225-A MY



' ' ; . _ U.S. Patent No. 8,837,381‘
2007-09-27 ING/C/2009/360 | Granted 2010-03-10 | NG/C/2009/360 1NG
2007-09-27 | 578806 | Granted 2012-09-03 | 578806 I NZ
2007-09-27 1-2009-501323 | Granted 2013-07-31 1 1-2009-501323 I PH
2007-09-27 2009138336 | Granted | 2012-07-20 | 2456749 | RU
2007-03-19 0700701-6 Inact

(ABA)

T
U1

2007-09-27 200905164-0 I Granted 12010-07-30

K
C1

54597 
2007-09-27

[Per/sE2007/050683 Inact(NAT)

._a
O

2007-09-27 I 2009/05373 Granted 2010-10-27 2009/05373 | ZA

81. On information and belief, no other foreign applications or patents corresponding

to the ’38l patent have been filed, abandoned, or rejected.

4. Licenses

82. As required under Commission Rule,-210.12(a)(9)(iii), a list of currently-licensed

entities is attached to this Complaint. See Ex. 25C. On information and belief, there are no other

currently identified licenses involving the ’381 patent.

H. U.S. Patent N0. 8,331,476

1. Identification and Ownership of the ’476Patent

. 83. United States Patent No. 8,331,476, titled “Method for Detecting Transmission

Mode in a System Using Multiple Antermas,” issued on December 11, 2012, to inventor George

Jongren. See Ex. 8. The ’476 patent issued from Application No. 12/530,982, filed on May 5,

2008. Id.

84. The ’476 patent has 6 independent claims and 20 dependent claims. Id. Ericsson

is asserting claims 1, 3, 4, 6, 8, 9, ll, l2, 14, 16, 25, and 26 of the ’476 patent in this

Investigation. Further investigation and discovery may lead to the assertion of additional claims.

85. - The Asserted Claims of the ’476 patent are valid, enforceable, and currently in

full force and effect until the expiration of the ’476 patent on September 16, 2030. Ericsson Inc.
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and Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson collectively own by assignment the entire right, title, and
- 1

interest in and to the ’476 patent. See Ex. 16; Ex. 24C.

86. Pursuant to Commission Rule 2l0.l2(c)(l), this Complaint is accompanied by at

copy of the prosecution history of the ’476 patent and three copies thereof. App. H.'3 Pursuant

to Commission Rule 2l0.l2(c)(2), this Complaint is accompanied by four copies of each

technical reference identified in the prosecution history of the ’476 patent. App. P.

2. Non-Technical Description of the ’476 Patent A

87. The ’476 patent is directed to a method performed by a user terminal or a user

terminal capable of receiving data from a base station on a broadcast channel and using that data

to determine what transmission mode was used by the base station to transmit that data. Among

other things, the transmission mode will tell the user terminal the number of antennas used by the

base station. The user terminal then uses the detected transmission mode to decode data on a

control channel used by the base station.

3. . Foreign Counterparts _ _

88. The foreign patents and patent applications corresponding to the ’476 patent are:

'_ " _ U.S. Patent No. 8,331,476 ‘ '

Application Application V Status __ i Patent Date Patent No.» Count
Date Number

<2

[Tl
*0

2008-05-05 l08767119.4 . "Filed

:6

2008-O5-05 | 2010-507362 Granted 013-04-05 238020

r/2
1'11

2007--05-08 | 0701119-0 Inact (EXP)

€o

2008-05-05 |PCT/SE2008/050507 Inact(NAT)

- 89. On information and belief,»no other foreign applications or patents corresponding

to the ’476 patent have been filed, abandoned; or rejected. _ ' l

13A certified copy has been ordered and will be provided when received..
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4. Licenses ,

90. As required under Commission Rule 210.12(a)(9)(iii), a list of currently-licensed

entities is attached to this Complaint. See Ex. 25C. On information and belief, there are no other

currently identified licenses involving the ’476 patent.

VI. SPECIFIC INSTANCES OF UNFAIR IMPORTATION AND SALE

91. On information and belief, Apple’s Accused Products are manufactured and

assembled at foreign facilities. See.Ex. 18, Apple 2014 10-K, at 6-7. The Accused Products are

then sold for importation into the United States, imported into the United States, and/or sold

within the United States after importation by Apple. .

92. On infonnation and belief, a large number of models of Apple’s Accused

Products are available for purchase in the United States. For example, as shown on the Apple

‘StoreU.S. website, many models of Apple’s Accused Products are available for purchase in the

United States. See Ex. 26, Apple Store U.S. Website. In addition, Apple’s website shows that

there are over 250 retail Apple stores in the United States where the Accused Products may be

purchased. See Ex. 27, Apple Retail Stores, United States.

93. A representative Accused Product, the Apple iPhone 6, was purchased from

BestBuy in Fairfax, Virginia, on February 20, 2015. The receipt for this transaction is included

in Exhibit 28. Photographs of the iPhone 6 are included in Exhibit 28. On infonnation and

belief, the Apple iPhone 6 is assembled in China. See Ex. 28, Purchasing Docmnents and

Photographs of iPhone 61(indicating, inter alia, that the product was assembled in China). On

information and belief, the Apple iPhone 6 is then imported into the United States and sold

within the United States after importation. The iPhone 6, in its packaging, is included as

Physical Exhibit 1. i __
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94. It is not practical for Ericsson to identify all of Apple’s Accused Products sold for

importation into the United States, imported into the United States, and/or sold within the United

States after importation. Ericsson reserves its right to supplement its allegations, to amend the

Complaint and to add respondents in the future. ’

VII. UNLAWFUL AND UNFAIR ACTS OF RESPONDENT—PATENT
INFRINGEMENT ~

95. V The Proposed Respondent has engaged in unfair trade practices, including the sale

for importation, importation, and sale Within the United States after importation of certain

Accused Products that infringe the Asserted Claims of the Asserted Patents.

.A. Infringement of the 8,717,996Patent

96. On information and belief, the Accused Products that are sold for importation,

imported, and/or sold within the United States after importation by Apple infringe claims 1, 2, 4,

6, 7, 9, ll-13, 15-19, 21, and 22 of the ’996 patent, either literally or under the doctrine of

equivalents. _ i ___
K

97. On information and belief, Apple directly infringes one or more claims of the

’996 patent through its manufacture, sale for importation, importation, use, and sale after

importation of one or more Accused Products.

98. On information and belief, Apple_knowingly and intentionally induces users of

one or more of the Accused Products to directly infringe one or more claims of the ’996‘patent

by encouraging, instructing, and aiding one or more persons in the United States, including but

not limited to Apple employees who test and operate Accused Products at the direction of Apple,

to make, use (including testing those devices‘and methods), sell, or offer to sell one or more of

the Accused Products, during or after such article’s importation into the United States, in a

manner that infringes the ’996 patent. On information and belief, Apple was aware of the ’996
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patent or acted with willful blindness as to its existence at least as a result of Ericsson’s

declaration regarding the ’996 patent or related. patent applications to ETSI, prior license

agreements between Apple and Ericsson, the parties’ licensing negotiations, the filing of Apple’s

complaint in Apple Inc. v. Telefonaktiebolager LM Ericsson et aZ.,iCase No. 15-CY-0154 (ND.

Cal. filed Jan. l2, 2015), the filing of Ericsson’s complaint in Ericsson Inc. et al. v. Apple Ina,

Case No. 2:15-cv-17 (E.D. Tex. filed Jan. 14, 2015), thefiling of Ericsson’s parallel district court

complaint alleging infringement of the Asserted Patents, and/or the filing of this Complaint.

99. ' On information"and belief, Apple contributes to the infringement of one or more

claims of the ’996 patent by offering to sell or selling and/or importing a patented component or

material and/or apparatus used to practice a patented process, constituting a material part of the

invention, knowing the same to be especially made ‘or especially adapted for use in an

infringement and not a staple article or commodity of commerce suitable for substantial non

infringing use. 

100. A claim chart that applies each of the asserted independent claims of the ’996

patent to a representative Accused Product is attached to this Complaint as Exhibit 30. The

standards referenced in this claim chart can be found in Exhibits 38-41.

B. Infringement of the 8,660,270Patent

101. On information and belief, the Accused Products that are sold for importation,

imported, and/or sold within the United States after importation by Apple infringe claims 7-12

and 18-23 of the ’270 patent, either literally or under the doctrine of equivalents. _

102. ' On infonnation and belief, Apple directly infringes one or more claims of the

’270 patent through its manufacture,fsale for importation, importation, use, and sale after

importation of one or more Accused Products, - . _ I
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103. On information and belief, Apple knowingly and intentionally induces users of

one or more of the Accused Products to directly infringe one or more claims of the ’27Opatent

by encouraging, instructing, and aiding one or more persons in the United States, including but

not limited to Apple employees who test and operate Accused Products at the direction of Apple,

to make, use (including testing those devices and methods), sell, or offer to sell one or more of

the Accused Products, during or after such article’s importation into the United States, in a

manner that infringes the ’2\70patent. On information and belief, Apple was aware of the 7270

patent or acted with willfiil blindness as to its existence at least as a result of Ericsson’s

declaration regarding the ’270 patent or related patent applications to ETSI, prior license

agreements between Apple and Ericsson, the parties’ licensing negotiations, the filing of Apple’s

complaint in Apple Inc. v. Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson er al., Case No. 15-CV-0154 (N.D.

Cal. filed Jan. 12, 2015), the filing of Ericsson’s complaint in Ericsson Inc. er alt v. Apple Inc.,

Case No. 2:15-cv-17 (E.D. Tex. filed Jan. 14, 2015), the filing of Ericsson’s parallel district court

complaint “alleginginfringement of the Asserted Patents, and/or the filing of this Complaint.

- C104. On infonnation and belief, Apple contributes to the infringement of one or more

claims of the ’27Opatent by offering to s'ell or selling and/or importing a patented component or

material and/or apparatus used to practice anpatented process, constituting a material part of the

invention, knowing the same to be especially made or especially adapted for use in an

infringement and not ~astaple article or commodity of commerce suitable for substantial non

infringing use. _ F » _

p 105. A claim chart that applies each of the asserted independent claims of the ’270

patent to a representative Accused Product is attachedto this Complaint as Exhibit 31. The

standards referenced in this claim chart can be found in Exhibits 42-43. 
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C. Infringement of the 6,058,359Patent

106. On infonnation and belief, the Accused Products that are sold for importation,

imported, and/or sold within the United States after importation by Apple infringe claims 28-54

of the ’359 patent, either literally or under the doctrine of equivalents. _

107. On information and belief, Apple directly infringes one or more claims of the

’359 patent through its manufacture, sale for importation, importation, use, and sale after

importation of one or more Accused Products. '

108. On infonnation and belief, Apple knowingly and intentionally induces users of

one or more of the Accused Products to directly infringe one or more claims of the ’359 patent

by encouraging, instructing, and aiding one or more persons in the United States, including but

not limited to Apple employees who test and operate Accused Products at the direction of Apple,

to make, use (including testing those devices and methods), sell, or offer to sell one or more of
I ,

the Accused Products, during or after such article’s importation into the United States, in a

manner that infringes the ’359 patent. On information and belief, Apple was aware of the ’359

"patent or acted with willful blindness as to its existence at least as a result of Ericsson’s

declaration regarding the ’359 patent or related patent applications to ETSI, prior license

agreements between Apple and Ericsson, the parties? -licensingnegotiations, the filing of Apple’s

complaint in Apple Inc. v. Telefonakliebolaget LM Ericsson ez‘al., Case No. 15-CV-0154 (N.D.

Cal. filed Jan. 12, 2015), the filing of Ericsson’s complaint in Ericsson Inc. et al. v. Apple 1nc.,

Case No. 2:15-cv-17 (E.D.‘Tex. filed Jan. 14, 2015), the filing of Ericsson’s parallel district court

complaint alleging infringement of the Asserted Patents, and/or the filing of this Complaint.

109. On infonnation and belief, Apple contributes to the infringement of one or more

claims of the ’359 patent by offering to sell or selling and/or importing a patented component or

material and/or apparatus used to practice a patented process, constituting a-material part of the
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invention, knowing the same to be especially made or especially adapted for use in an

infringement and not a staple article or commodity of commerce suitable for substantial non

infringing use. .

110. A claim chart that applies each of the asserted independent claims of the ’359

patent to a representative Accused Product is attached to this Complaint as Exhibit 32. The

standards referenced in this claimchart can be found in Exhibits 44-45.

D. Infringement of the 6,301,556 Patent _ » _V

111. On information and belief, the Accused Products that are sold for importation,

imported, and/or sold within the United States after importation by Apple infringe claims 1, 8

10, 12, 23, 24, 26, 27, 29-31, 38-40, 42, 49, SO,52, 53, 57, 58, 64-66, and 68 ofthe ’556 patent,

either literally or under the doctrine of equivalents. l

112. On information and belief, Apple directly infringes one or more claims of the

’556 patent through its manufacture, sale for importation, importation, use, and sale after

importation of one or more Accused Products. 

113'. On information and belief, Apple knowingly and intentionally induces users of

one or more of the Accused Products to directly infringe one or more claims of the ’556 patent

by encouraging, instructing, and aiding one or more persons in the United States, including but

not limited to Apple employees who test and operate Accused Products atthe direction of Apple,

to make, use (including testing those devices and methods), sell, or offer to sell one or more of

the Accused Products, during or after such article’s importation into the United States, in a

manner that infringes the ’556 patent. On information andbelief, Apple was aware of the ’556

patent or acted with willful blindness as to its existence at least as a result of Ericsson’s

declaration regarding the ’556 patent or related patent applications to ETSI, prior license

agreements between Apple and Ericsson, the parties’ licensing negotiations, the filing of Apple’s
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complaint in Apple Inc. v. Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson et al., Case No. 15-CV-0154 (N.D.

Cal. filed Jan. 12, 2015), the filing of Ericsson’s complaint in Ericssbn Inc. et al. v. Apple Ina,

Case No. 2:15-cv-17 (E.D. Tex. filed Jan. 14, 2015), the filing ofEricsson’s paralleldistrict court

complaint alleging infringement of the Asserted Patents, and/or the filing of this Complaint.

114. On information and belief, Apple contributes to the infringement of one or more

claims of the ’556 patent by offering to sell or selling and/or importing a patented component or

material and/or apparatus used to practice a patented process, constituting a material part of the

invention, knowing the same to be especially made or especially adapted for use in an

infringement and not a staple article or commodity of commerce suitable for substantial non

infringing use.

115. A claim chart that applies each of the asserted independent claims of the ’556

patent to a representative Accused Product is attached to this Complaint as Exhibit 33. The

standards referenced in this claim chart can be found in Exhibits 44-45.

E. Infringement of the 8,102,805Patent

116‘. On information and belief, the Accused Products that are sold for importation,

imported, and/or sold within the United States after importation by Apple infringe claims 19, 20,

22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 29,30, 31, and 32 of the ’805 patent, either literally or under the doctrine

of equivalents.

117. On information and belief, Apple directly infringes one or more claims of the

’805, patent through its manufacture, sale for importation, importation, use, and sale after

importation of one or more Accused Products.

118. On information and belief, Apple knowingly and intentionally induces users of
. \ 

one or more of the Accused Products to directly infringe one or more claims of the ’8_05patent

by encouraging, ‘instructing, and aiding one or more persons in the United States, including but

" - ‘Z32 _ m



not limited to Apple employees who test and operate Accused Products at the direction of Apple,

to make, use (including testing those dei/ices and methods), sell, or offer to sell one or.more of

the Accused Products, during or after such article’s importation into the United States, in a

manner that infringes the ’805 patent. On information and belief, Apple was aware of the ’805

patent or acted with willful blindness as to its existence atrleast as a result of Ericsson’s

declaration regarding the ’805 patent or related patent applications to ETSI, prior license

agreements between Apple and Ericsson, the parties’ licensing negotiations, the filing of Apple’s

complaint in Apple Inc. v. Telefonakriebolaget LM Ericsson et al., Case No. 15-CV-0154 (N.D.

Cal. filed Jan. 12, 2015), the filing of Ericsson’s complaint in Ericsson Incj er al. v. Apple ]nc.,

Case No. 2:15-cv-17 (E.D. Tex. filed Jan. 14, 2015), the filing of Ericsson’s parallel district court

complaint alleging infringement of the Asserted Patents, and/or the filing of this Complaint.

t 119. On information and belief, Apple contributes to the infringement of one or more

claims of the ’805 patent by offering to sell or selling and/or importing a patented component or

material and/or apparatus used to practice a patented process, constituting a material part of the

invention, knowing the same to be especially made or especially adapted for use in an

infringement and not a staple article or commodity of commerce suitable for substantial non

infringing use. - _ _ 

‘ 120. A claim chart that applies each of the assercedindependent claims of the ’805

patent to a representative Accused Product is attached to this Complaint as Exhibit 34. The

standards referenced in this claim chart can be found in Exhibits 38,39, 46, and 47. _

_F. Infringement of the 8,607,130 Patent . . =

121. On information and belief, the Accused Products that are sold for importation,

imported, and/or sold within the United States after importation by Apple infringe claims 1, 3, 5

8, 10, and 12-15 of the ’130 patent, either literally or under the doctrine of equivalents.

~ - .33 .



122. On information and belief, Apple directly infringes one or more claims of the

’13O patent through its manufacture, sale for importation, importation,‘ use, and sale after

importation of one or more Accused Products. "

123. On information and belief, Apple knowingly and intentionally induces users of

one or more of the Accused Products to directly infringe one or more claims of the ’130 patent

by encouraging, instructing, and aiding one or more persons in the United States, including _b_ut

not limited to Apple employees who test and operate Accused Products at the direction of Apple,

to make, use (including testing those devices and methods), sell, or offer to sell one or more of

the Accused Products, during or after such article’s -importation into the United States, in a

manner that infringes the ’130 patent. On information and belief, Apple was aware of the ’13O

patent or acted with willful blindness as to its existence at least as a result of Ericsson’s

declaration regarding the ’130 patent or related patent applications to ETSI, prior license

agreements between Apple and Ericsson, the parties’ licensing negotiations, the filing of App1e’s

complaint in Apple Inc. v. Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson et al., Case No. 15-CV-0154 (N.D.

Cal. filed Jan. 12, 2015), the filing of Ericsson’s complaint in Ericsson Inc. et al. v. Apple_1nc.,

Case No. 2:15-cv-17 (E.D. Tex. filed Jan. 14, 2015), the filing of Ericsson’s parallel district court

complaint alleging infringement of the Asserted Patents, and/or the filing of this Complaint.

124. On infonnation and belief, Apple contributes to the infringement of one or more

claims of the ’13Opatent by offering to sell or selling and/or importing a patented component or

material and/or apparatus used to practice a patented process, constituting a material part of the

invention, knowing the same to be especially made or especially adapted for use in an

infringement and not a staple article or commodity of commerce suitable for substantial non

infringing use. . ~ .
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125. A claim chart that applies each of the asserted independent claims of the ’13O

patent to a representative Accused Product is attached to this Complaint as Exhibit 35. The

standard referenced in this claim chart can be found in Exhibit 47. .

G. Infringement of the 8,837,381 Patent 

126. On information and belief, the Accused Products that are sold for importation,

imported, and/or sold within the United States afteriimportation by Apple infringe claims 1, 2, 4,

5, 7, 11, 13, 14, and 15 of the ’381 patent, either literally or under the doctrine of equivalents. _

127. On-information and belief, Apple directly infringes oneor more claims of the

’38l patent through its manufacture, sale for importation, importation, use, and sale after

importation of one or more Accused Products.

128. On information and belief, Apple knowingly and intentionally induces users of

one or more of the Accused Products to directly infringe one or more claims of the ’381 patent

by encouraging, instructing, and aiding one or more persons in the United States, including but

not limited to Apple employees who test and operate Accused Products at the direction of Apple,

to make, use (including testing those devices and methods), sell, or offer to sell one or more of

the Accused Products, during or after such article’s importation into the United States, in a

manner that infringes the ’38l patent. On information and belief, Apple was aware of the ’381

patent or "acted with willful blindness as to its existence at least as a result of Ericsson’s

declaration regarding the ’38l patent or related patent applications to ETSI, prior license

agreements between Apple and Ericsson, the parties’ licensing negotiations, the filing of Apple’s

complaint in Apple Inc. v. Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson et al., Case No. 15-CV-0154 (N.D.

Cal. filed Jan. 12, 2015), the filing of Ericsson’s complaint in Ericsson Inc. er al. v. Apple Inc.,

Case No. 2:15-cv-17 (E.D. Tex. filed Jan. 14, 2015), the filing ofE1'icsson’s parallel district court

complaint alleging infringement of the Asserted Patents, and/or the filing of this Complaint. _
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129. On information and belief, Apple contributes tothe infringement of one or more

claims of the ’38l patent by offering to sell or selling and/or importing a patented component or

material and/or apparatus used to practice a patented process, constituting a material part of the

invention, knowing the same to be especially made or‘ especially adapted for use in an

infringement and not a staple article or commodity of commerce»suitable. forsubstantial non

infringing use.

130. A claim chart that applies each of the asserted independent claims of the ’381

patent to a representative Accused Product is attached to this Cornplaintas Exhibit A36. The

standards referenced in this claim chart can be found in Exhibits 39, 41, and 47.

H. Infringement of the 8,331,476Patent

131. Oninformation and belief, the Accused Products that are sold for importation,

imported, and/or sold within the United States after importation by Apple infringe claims 1, 3, 4,

6, 8, 9, ll, 12, 14, 16, 25, and 26 of the ’476 patent, either literally or under the doctrine of

equivalents.

132. On information and belief, Apple directly infringes one or more claims of the

’476 patent through its manufacture, sale for importation, importation, use, and sale after

importation of one or more Accused Products. . _ ' _

133. On information and belief, Apple knowingly and intentionally induces users of

one or more of the Accused Products to directly infringe one or more claims of the ’476 patent

by encouraging, instructing, and aiding one or more persons in the United States, including but

not limited to Apple employeeswho test and operate Accused Products at the direction of Apple,

to make, use (including testing those devices and methods), sell, or offer to sell one or more of

the Accused Products, during or after such article’s importation_into the United States, in a

manner that infringes the ’476 patent. On information and belief, Apple was aware of the ’476
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patent or acted with willful blindness as to its existence at least as a result of Ericsson’s

declaration regarding the ’476 patent or related patent applications to ETSI, prior license

agreements between Apple and Ericsson,,the parties’ licensing negotiations, the filing of Apple’s

complaint in Apple Inc. v. Telefonaktiebolaget LM Ericsson er al., Case No. 15-CV-0154 (N.D.

Cal. filed Jan. 12, 2015), the filing of Ericsson’s complaint in Ericsson Inc. er al. v. Apple 1nc.,

Case No. 2:15-cv-17 (E.D. Tex. filed Jan. 14, 2015), the filing of Ericsson’s parallel district court

complaint alleging infringement of the Asserted Patents, and/or the filing of this Complaint.

" 134. On information and belief, Apple contributes to the infringement of one or more

claims of the ’476 patent by offering to sell or selling and/or importing a patented component or

material and/or apparatus used to practice a patented process, constituting a material part of the

invention, knowing the same to be especially made or especially adapted for use in an

infringement and not-a staple article or commodity of commerce suitable for substantial non

infringing use. 

135. A claim chart that applies each of the asserted independent claims of the ’476

patent to a representative Accused Product is attached to this Complaint as Exhibit 37. The

standards referenced in this claim chart can be found in Exhibits 38, 40, 47 and 48.

VIII. VHARMONIZED TARIFF SCHEDULE ITEM NUMBERS

136. On information and belief, the Accused Products are believed to fall within at

least the following Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States item number(s): 8517.12.00

(telephones for cellular networks or for other wireless networks); and 8471.30.01" (portable

automatic data processing machines).
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IX. RELATED LITIGATION ' '

137. Contemporaneously with the filing of this Complaint, Ericsson expects to file an

action against Apple in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas, alleging

infringement of the Asserted Patents. " I

138. The ’359 and ’556 patents were also previously the subject of Commission

investigation Certain Electronic Devices, Including Certain Wireless Communication Devices,

Tablet Computers, Media Players, and Televisions, and Components Thereof: Inv. N0. 337-TA

862, which was instituted on January 8, 2013. See Comm’n Notice, 78 Fed. Reg. 1247 (Jan. 8,

2013). Following a hearing on violation, the private parties filed a motion to tenninate the

investigation based on a settlement agreement. The presiding Administrative Law Judge granted

the motion, and that decision was not reviewed by the Commission; therefore, the investigation

was terminated on February 12, 201.4.See Comm’n Notice (Feb. 12, 2014).

139. At the same time as the aforementioned Commission investigation, the ’359 and

’556 patents were also asserted by Ericsson in a parallel district court action. See Ericsson Inc. et

al. v. Samsung Electr0nics’C0., Ltd. et al., Case No. 612012-cv-00894 (E.D. Tex. filed Nov. 27,

2012). _

140. The ’359 and ‘S56 patent are also currently being asserted by Ericsson in a district

court action. See Ericsson Inc. et al. v. TCL Communication Technology Holdings, Ltd. et al.,

Case No. 2:15-cv-ll (E.D. Tex. filed Jan. 8, 2015). ' 

141. On information and belief and ‘pursuant to Commission Rule 2l0.12(a)(5), there

has been no other court or agency litigation involving the alleged unfair methods of competition

and unfair acts, or the subject matter thereof. - " ‘
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X. THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY . ~ .

142. With respect to the Asserted Patents, a domestic industry in the United States

exists as defined by 19 U.S.C. § l337(a)(3)(A)-(C), comprising significant investments in

physical operations, employment of labor and capital, and substantial exploitation of the

Asserted Patents through engineering, research and development, or licensing. ’ '

A. Ericss0n’s Domestic Activities

143. Ericsson has made significant investments in plant and equipment and significant

employment of labor or capital with respect to articles protected by the Asseited Patents.

Ericsson base stations and media gateways protected by the Asserted Patents are configured,

programmed, tested, customized, and maintained at facilities across the United States for which

Ericsson has made significant investments in plant and equipment and significant employment of

labor or capital. For example, Ericsson has made significant investments in plant and equipment

for its Mobile Broadband group in Plano, Texas; Boulder, Colorado; Seattle, Washington;

Pleasanton, California; and Atlanta, Georgia. The Mobile Broadband group customizes and

redesigns base stations protected by the Asseited Patents, Ericsson has further invested in plant

and equipment for managing and servicing base station and media gateway products for its Radio

Access. Network and Customer Network Support groups, located Parsippany, New Jersey;

Plano, Texas; Atlanta, Georgia; Chicago, Illinois; Kansas City, Kansas; Pleasanton, California;

Irvine, California; and Seattle, Washington. Further details of Ericsson’s investments are

provided in_C0nfidentialExhibit 49C, Declaration of Vikas Sharma. .

' 144". Ericsson has made substantial investments in the exploitation of the Asserted

Patents through engineering and research and development at its research and engineering

facilities in Plano,‘Texas; Seattle, Washington; and Atlanta, Georgia, relatedtogthe development

of base station and media gateway product protected by oneor more of the Asserted Patents.
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Further details of Ericsson’s investments related to research and development are provided in

Confidential Exhibit 49C. 

145. Ericsson has made significant investments in plant and equipment with respect to

articles protected by the Asserted Patents. Ericsson has made substantial investments in the

exploitation of the Asserted Patents through engineeIing,and,_research and development across

the United States and in particular in Overland, Kansas, related to-the operation and maintenance

of Sprint’s national wireless network, which is a required step to bring the technology of the

Asserted Patentsto market. As described in the press release attached as Exhibit 50, in July

2009, Sprint Nextel outsourced the provisioning and maintenance of its United States networks

in a seven-year deal valued at $4.5-5 billion. As part of the deal, Sprint transferred 6,000

employees to Ericsson. See id. Since completion of the deal in late 2009, Ericsson now handles

all of the day-to-day operations and maintenance. Further details of _Ericsson’s investment

related to the operation and maintenance of Sprint’s national wireless network are provided in

Confidential Exhibit 49C. Sprint sells mobile cellular devices licensed under some or all of the

Asserted Patents, which are used on the Sprint network.

146. Ericsson has made significant employment of labor or capital with respect to

articles protected by the Asserted Patents. Ericsson employs thousands of people to redesign,

configure, program, test, maintain, and"support its base station and media gateway products

protected by the Asserted Patents. Further details of Ericsson’s investment related to the

employment of labor or capital are provided in Confidential Exhibit 49C. i i

~ 147. Ericsson has made significant employment of labor or capital with respect to

articles protected by the Asserted Patents, andwith respect to substantial investments in the

exploitation of the Asserted Patents through engineering and research anddevelopment at its
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research and engineering facility in San Jose, California. Engineering employees at this location

work in research and ‘developmentof technologies and products related to the Asserted Patents.

Further details of Ericsson’s investment are provided in Confidential Exhibit 49C. These

investments are used to develop mobile cellular devices and Ericsson’s base stations that are

used across the AT&T, Verizon, and T-Mobile networks and around the world, and which is a

required step to bring the technology of the Asserted Patents to market. e

148. Infrastructure equipment, including GSM, EDGE, WCDMA, and LTE-compliant

base stations, sold by Ericsson comprises a significant portion of these networks. AT&T,

Verizon, and T-Mobile sell mobile cellular devices licensed under some or all of the Asserted

Patents that are used on the AT&T, Verizon, and/or T.-Mobile networks. ' 

149. Exhibits 51C-58C are claim charts demonstrating that each limitation of certain

claims of certain Asserted Patents is met by Ericsson’s base stations and/or media gateways

developed, sold, and used in the United States. See Ex. 76, Ericsson RBS 6000 Family Website;

see also Ex. 77, Ericsson Media Gateway for Mobile Networks M-MGW Website. Further

investigation may reveal additional claims of these patents are met by Ericsson’s base stations

and/or media gateways developed, sold, and used in the United States.

B. Ericss0'n’s Domestic Licensing“ - '

1. Licensing Activities

150. Pursuantito Section 337(a)(2) and (a)(3)(C), a domestic industry exists by virtue

of Ericsson’s substantial investments in the exploitation of the Asserted Patents through

licensing. ‘

.14Pursuant to 19 C.F.R. § 2'10.12(a)(9),(iv), copies of the license agreements with licensees of the
Asserted Patents will be provided as supplemental exhibits to this Complaint. Ericsson has _ '
sought the required consent of and/or provided the required notice to its licensees to provide
copies of those license agreements in this Investigation. ' - K“
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151. As set forth in Confidential Exhibit 59C, Declaration of John Han, Ericssonlnc.

has made and continues to make a substantial domestic investment in licensing the Asserted

Patents. Ericsson’s United States employees have negotiated royalty-bearing licensing

agreements to the Asserted Patents, each of which have generated significant royalties in the

amount set forth in Confidential: Exhibit 59C. Ericsson currently employs in_the United States

individuals on a full-time basis who devote all or substantially all of their time to licensing

Ericsson’s patents, including the Asserted Patents. See Ex. 59C. '

152.. Ericsson’s domestic licensing investments include, for example, their substantial

investments on overhead, such as employee salaries and benefits, office space, office

communication equipment, and office furnishings and supplies, as well as their substantial

investments for travel to meet with potential licensees. ‘

. _ K

153. Ericsson has made and continues to make a substantial investment in the

exploitation of the Asserted Patents through its licensing activities in the United States. Further

details of Ericsson.’ssubstantial investment in the exploitation of the Asserted Patents through its

licensing activities are providedin Confidential Exhibit 59C.

154. Ericsson makes substantial domestic investments in licensing its patent portfolio,

including the. Asserted Patents, including patent portfolio analysis, monitoring the market,

financial and technical analysis, patent infringement analysis and documentation, and

negotiations with prospective licensees.

155. Ericsson has also made substantial domestic investments in licensing its patent

portfolio, including the Asserted Patents, through investments in patent enforcement litigation

involving unwilling licensees. ' - '
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156. The success of Ericsson’s licensing business, as measured in the number of

licenses and resulting revenues and other benefits, has required substantial domestic investments

and has led to continued and even larger on-going investments toiestablish an even more

extensive domestic licensing business involving Ericsson’s intellectual property, including the

Asserted Patents. See Ex. 59C. » _

157. Confidential Exhibits 60C-67C are claim charts demonstrating that each

limitation of certain claims of certain Asserted Patents are met by licensed devices sold by

Ericsson’s licensees. Further investigation may reveal additional claims of these patents are met

by licensed devices developed, sold, and used in the United States.

158. There is a nexus between Ericsson’s substantial investments and (i) the Asserted

Patents, (ii) the licensing of those Asserted Patents, and (iii) the United States.

159. In view of at least the foregoing, and pursuant to 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(3)(C), a

domestic industry exists by virtue of Ericsson’s substantial investment in the exploitation of the

Asserted Patents through licensing. »

2. Litigation Activities Related to Unwilling Licensees .

160. In instances where companies use Ericsson’s patented technology but, after

appropriate notice, negotiations, and opporttmities, are tmwilling enter into a license agreement,

Ericsson invests in patent enforcement litigation to motivate those ‘unwilling licensees to license

the applicable Ericsson patent portfolios. In those patent enforcement proceedings, Ericsson

asserts representative patents from the applicable portfolios. For example, Ericsson asserted,

inter alia, the ’359 and ’556 patents, which are patents in Ericsson’s 2G patent portfolio, as Well

as U.S. Patent'Nos. 6,445,917 and 8,169,992, which are patents in Ericsson’s‘LTE_ patent

portfolio, in litigations before the district courts and the Commission. See, e.g., Certain

Electronic Devices, Including Certain Wireless Communication Devices, Tablet _C0mputers,
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Media Players, and Televisions, and Components Thereofi l.nv. No. 337-TA-862, Comm’n

Notice, 78 Fed. Reg. 1247 (Jan. 8, 2013).

161. Infomiation regarding Ericsson’s litigation activities related to its licensing efforts

is set forth in Confidential Exhibit 59C. » '

162. In connection with such litigation, Ericsson has expended substantial sums for

legal fees and costs as described in Confidential Exhibit 59Cl These domestic litigation

activities, which occurred in connection with the efforts of Ericsson to license its patents,

including the Asserted Patents, separately satisfy the requirements of 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(3)(C).

_ 163. There is a nexus between Ericsson’s substantial investments and_(i) the Asserted

Patents, (ii) the licensing of those Asserted Patents, and (iii) the United States.

164. In view of at least the foregoing, and pursuant to l9 U.S.C. § l337(a)(3)(C), a

domestic industry exists by virtue of Ericsson’s substantial investments in litigation activities

related to its licensing efforts. _

» ' C. The Domestic Activities of Ericss0n’s Licensees“

165. Pursuant to Section 19 U.S.C. § l337(a)(3)(A)(B), and/or (C), a domestic industry

exists by virtue of the activities of Ericss0n’s licensees.

P 166. On information and belief, certain of Ericsson’s licensees have each made a

significant investment in plant and equipment and/or in the employment of labor or capital,

and/or have made a substantial investment in the exploitation of the Asserted Patents through

engineering and research and development at its research and engineering facilities in the United

15Pursuant to 19 C.F_.R. § 21O.12(a)(9)(iv), copies of the license agreements with licensees
whose domestic industry investments are claimed by Ericsson will be provided as supplemental
exhibits to this Complaint. Ericssonfhas sought the required consent of and/or provided the
required notice to its licensees to provide copies of those license agreements in this Investigation.
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States, as described in Confidential Exhibit 68C. Further discovery may ‘reveal that additional

licensees of some or all of the Asserted Patents have made similar investments.

XI. RELIEF REQUESTED ~

167. WHEREFORE, by reason of the foregoing, Ericsson respectfully requests that the

United States Intemational Trade Commission:

-(a)_ Institute an immediate investigation, pursuant to Section 337 of the Tariff

Act of 1930, as amended, 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(1)(B)(i) and (b)(1), with respect to violation of

Section 337 by Respondent Apple based upon its sale for importation, importation, and/or sale

after importation into the United States of certain Accused Products and products containing

same that infringe one or more of the Asserted Claims of Ericsson’s United States Patent Nos.

8,717,996; 8,660,270; 6,058,359; 6,301,556; 8,102,805; 8,607,130; 8,837,381; and 8,331,476.

(b)- Schedule and conduct a hearing on said unlawfulacts and, following said

hearing:

(c) Issue a permanent limited exclusion order specifically directed to Respondent

Apple and its subsidiaries and affiliates, barring from entry into the United States all Accused

Products, that infringe one or more of the Asserted Claims of Ericsson’s United States Patent

Nos. 8,717,996; 8,660,270; 6,058,359; 6,301,556; 8,102,805; 8,607,130; 8,837,381; and

8,331,476; _ ,

'(d) ‘Issue a permanent cease and desist order, pursuant to 19 U.S.C. § l337(f),

directing Respondent Apple to cease and desist from selling for importation into the United

States, importing, selling after importation into the_United States, offering for sale, marketing,

advertising, demonstrating, sampling, warehousing inventory for distribution, offering forsale,

selling, distributing, licensing, testing, providing technical support, use, or ot1rer..related

commercial activity involving imported Accused Productsthat infringe one or more of the
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Asserted Claims of Ericsson’s United States Patent Nos. 8,717,996; 8,660,270; 6,058,359;

6,301,556; 8,102,805; 8,607,130; 8,837,381; and 8,331,476. ,

(e) Grant such other and further relief as the Commission deems just and proper '

based on the facts detennined by the investigation and the authority of the Commission.

Date: February 26, 2015 Respectfully submitted,
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