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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
WACO DIVISION

DEMARAY LLC,
Plaintiff,
V.

INTEL CORPORATION,

Defendant.

DEMARAY LLC,
Plaintiff,
V.

SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO., LTD (A
KOREAN COMPANY), SAMSUNG
ELECTRONICS AMERICA, INC.,
SAMSUNG SEMICONDUCTOR, INC., and
SAMSUNG AUSTIN SEMICONDUCTOR,
LLC,

Defendants.

Case No. 6:20-cv-00634-ADA

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

Case No. 6:20-cv-00636-ADA

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

PLAINTIFF DEMARAY LLC’S
REPLY CLAIM CONSTRUCTION BRIEF

DOCKET

A R M Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.



https://www.docketalarm.com/

Céa3ask: BROveh ABIA3EIAD AD doomene 8661 SFiled030 B 812 2P Rpy2 Gf df516

Page

L “Substrate” (657 Patent, cls. 1, 2, 7, 11; °276 Patent, cls. 1,2, 6, 10) .c.ccoevvvereereerinenees 1
11. “Pulsed DC power” (657 Patent, cls. 1, 2, 11; °276 Patent, cls. 1, 6)....cccccevvevvereerrreiennns 3

A. Defendants Seek To Add Limitations Requiring Constant Pulsing...................... 3

B. Defendants’ Attempt To Import Preset Parameters Should Be Rejected ............. 5
I1I. “Narrow band rejection filter” (657 Patent, cls. 1, 2, 20; *276 Patent,

o] T T ) TSRS 7
IV.  “Reconditioning the target” (657 Patent, Cl. 1) ......cceoveieieiinieieeeeeeeee e 9
V. “Substantially constant” (’276 Patent, Cl. 10)......cccecerieeierieieeieeeeeeeee e 10

DOCKET

_ ARM

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.



https://www.docketalarm.com/

Céa3ask: BROveh IBIA3EIAD AD doomene 8661 SFiled030 B 812 2P &Rpey@ df df516

TABLE OF AUTHORITIES
Page(s)

Cases
Elbex Video, Ltd. v. Sensormatic Elecs. Corp.,

508 F.3d 1366 (Fed. Cir. 2007)...cuiiiiiierieeieeieete ettt sttt st eteeneesseenee s eseeneenees 8
GPNE Corp. v. Apple Inc.,

830 F.3d 1365 (Fed. Cir. 2010)..c.uiiieiiiieieeeeeieee sttt sttt 10
Phillips v. AWH Corp.,

415 F.3d 1303 (Fed. Cir. 2005)....cuieiieieiieiesieeie ettt ettt sttt e seesae e e e e eneenseenee e 6
ScriptPro LLC v. Innovation Assocs., Inc.,

833 F.3d 1336 (Fed. Cir. 20160)..ccuuiiieiieieiieieeeeeie ettt st e e 6
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The “Demaray Patents™ are U.S. Patent Nos. 7,381,657 and 7,544,276 (‘*’657 patent” and “’276
patent,” respectively) (Exs. 1-2). All exhibits are attached to the previously filed Declaration of C.
Maclain Wells (“Wells”). Also referenced is the previously filed Declaration of Dr. Alexander
Glew (“Glew”).
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Defendants eschew established claim construction principles and, rather than engage with
the claim language itself, seek to import limitations into the claims based upon extrinsic evidence.
To the limited extent defendants cite the intrinsic record at all, they fail to identify any clear,
unambiguous statements giving rise to lexicography or disclaimers. For these reasons, the Court
should give the claim terms at issue the full scope of their plain and ordinary meaning.

I. “Substrate” (657 Patent, cls. 1, 2, 7, 11; °276 Patent, cls. 1, 2, 6, 10)

Defendants admit “there appears to be no disagreement on what constitutes a ‘substrate’ in
practice.” Resp. 5. The term has a plain and ordinary meaning in the context of the patents and no
construction is needed. Defendants do not even attempt to dispute Demaray’s evidence that the
patents embrace all substrates, including those comprising insulating layers (see Br. 6; Ex. 1, 2:61—
62 (“substrate can be any material and, in some embodiments, is a silicon wafer.”)), nor do
defendants present any contrary intrinsic evidence. Defendants’ proposed construction is instead
patched together from cherry-picked, then edited, and then augmented, extrinsic definitions.

Rather than address the term in the full context of the claims, defendants only address an
“insulating substrate” in the preamble to claim 1 of the *657 patent. Resp. 3 n.2. But defendants fail
to overcome the presumption that preambles are not limiting. Defendants do not disagree with
Demaray’s point that the body of claim 1 recites all the material steps of the invention independent
of the term “insulating substrate.” See, e.g., Ex. 1, cl. 1. Defendants’ argument that the preamble
was relied upon to distinguish the claims during prosecution is incorrect. The amendment to which
defendants point included “narrow band rejection filter” and “RF bias” limitations that the file
history makes clear were the basis for allowance. Ex. 4 at -2514—15. The applicants argued that

“claim 62 is allowable” because the prior art combination “does not teach or suggest the

DOCKET

A R M Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.



https://www.docketalarm.com/

Nsights

Real-Time Litigation Alerts

g Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time
alerts and advanced team management tools built for
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal,
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research

With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native
O docket research platform finds what other services can't.
‘ Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

Identify arguments that have been successful in the past
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips

° Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,

/ . o
Py ,0‘ opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

o ®
Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are
always at your fingertips.

-xplore Litigation

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more
informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of

knowing you're on top of things.

API

Docket Alarm offers a powerful API
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS

Build custom dashboards for your
attorneys and clients with live data
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal
tasks like conflict checks, document
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND

LEGAL VENDORS

Sync your system to PACER to
automate legal marketing.

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD? @ sales@docketalarm.com 1-866-77-FASTCASE




