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I. INTRODUCTION 

Petitioner’s Reply generally reiterates their previous arguments and leaves 

many of Patent Owner’s arguments and evidence from its Response unrebutted.  

The few counter-assertions made by Petitioner to Patent Owner’s Response are 

either new arguments just now raised, or fail to support Petitioner’s arguments.  

Indeed, rather than attempt to refute Patent Owner’s position concerning the 

construction of the term “Home Network Display Name,” Petitioner merely 

restates the Board’s position from the Institution Decision.  (Paper No. 31 at 3.)    

 Petitioner’s only responsive arguments—pertaining to whether the asserted 

references disclose displaying a home network display name when a user 

equipment (“UE”) is not on a user’s service provider’s network—are each 

unavailing.  Specifically, Petitioner’s attempts to remedy the shortcomings in the 

McElwain reference cause more confusion than they resolve; the assertions 

regarding Uchida contain new arguments that nonetheless fail because they seek to 

read-out the very purpose of the ’933 patent; and Petitioner’s arguments regarding 

Hicks fail to demonstrate why a POSITA would understand the reference to 

disclose displaying a home network display name.  Taken together, these 

arguments are insufficient to remedy the deficient Petition.  

 On the subject of whether the asserted references disclose the use of multiple 

MCC/MNC pairs on an HPLMN list for use in network identification, Petitioner 

once more leaves most of Patent Owner’s arguments and expert testimony from its 
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