
[Date] 

[Client Name] 

[Client Address Line 1] 

[Client Address Line 2] 

[City, State, Zip Code]  

RE: Patent Validity Opinion Regarding U.S. Patent No. [Patent Number] and Potential 

Inter Partes Review (IPR) 

Dear [Client Contact Name], 

At your request, we have conducted an analysis of the validity of U.S. Patent No. [Patent 

Number] (the "Subject Patent") to determine the likelihood of success in a potential Inter Partes 

Review (IPR) proceeding before the Patent Trial and Appeal Board (PTAB). 

1. Executive Summary 

Based on our review of the prior art and the claims of the Subject Patent, it is our opinion that 

there is a [Reasonable/Strong] likelihood that claims [Claim Numbers] are unpatentable under 35 

U.S.C. $ 102 and/or $ 103. 

2. Subject Patent Overview 

The Subject Patent, titled "[Patent Title]," was issued on [Issue Date]. It generally relates to 

[Brief Description of Technology]. We have focused our analysis on independent claims 

[Numbers] and dependent claims [Numbers]. 

3. Prior Art Analysis 

We have identified the following primary references: 

• [Reference A]: [Name/Number], published [Date]. This reference teaches [Key 

Features]. 

• [Reference B]: [Name/Number], published [Date]. This reference teaches [Key 

Features]. 

4. Grounds for Unpatentability 

We believe a Petition for IPR can be successfully grounded on the following: 

• Ground 1: Claims [Numbers] are anticipated by [Reference A] under 35 U.S.C. $ 102. 

• Ground 2: Claims [Numbers] are obvious over [Reference A] in view of [Reference B] 

under 35 U.S.C. $ 103. 

5. Conclusion and Recommendations 



Under the "reasonable likelihood" standard required for IPR institution, the identified prior art 

provides a compelling basis for challenge. We recommend filing a Petition for Inter Partes 

Review prior to [Statutory Deadline, if applicable]. 

Sincerely, 

[Your Name/Signature] 

[Law Firm Name]  

 

Disclaimer: This letter constitutes a legal opinion and is protected by Attorney-Client Privilege and Work Product 

Doctrine. This does not guarantee a specific outcome before the USPTO. 


