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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. 
 

Case No. 6:20-CV-00634-ADA 
 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 
DEMARAY LLC, 
 
 Plaintiff, 
 

v. 
 
SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO., LTD, 
SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS AMERICA, INC., 
SAMSUNG SEMICONDUCTOR, INC., and 
SAMSUNG AUSTIN SEMICONDUCTOR, LLC 
 
 Defendants. 
 

Case No. 6:20-CV-00636-ADA 
 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 
DEFENDANTS’ RESPONSIVE CLAIM CONSTRUCTION BRIEF 
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I. BACKGROUND OF THE ASSERTED PATENTS  

The Asserted Patents generally concern physical vapor deposition (PVD) reactors and 

methods for film deposition.  By the patentee’s own admission, they “do not cover all PVD 

reactor configurations” but are directed to “a particular PVD configuration” for “reactive 

magnetron sputtering” (Ex. 1 at ¶¶ 12, 9) comprising three specific elements in all claims:  

 a pulsed DC power coupled to the target area, 
 an RF bias coupled to the substrate, and  
 a narrow band rejection filter that rejects at a frequency of the RF bias coupled 

between the pulsed DC power and the target area   

See e.g., Ex. 2 (IPR POPR) at 9.  These three elements are highly “interrelated” as the extensive 

prosecution record shows.  The issued claims, in fact, are materially different from those first 

presented to the PTO in the parent application.  None of the original claims recited an RF bias or 

a narrow band rejection filter.  Ex. 3 (’356 FH) at 36-39.  Most original claims did not even 

recite any filter.  Id.  In its very first Office Action (“OA”) Response, the patentee amended the 

claims so that thenceforth, all required a filter (id. at 185-87).  In its next Response, the patentee 

added an RF bias requirement for every claim.  Id., 659-661.  The patentee then amended claims 

to recite “a band rejection filter at a frequency of the bias power” (id. at 1126), and stated that 

the claimed “filter protect[s] the pulsed DC power supply from the RF power of the bias” and 

“must pass the pulsed DC signal without unduly affecting the shape of that signal.”  Id., 1130.  

That Response included a declaration from Plaintiff’s principal and named inventor, Dr. 

Demaray, attesting to the band rejection filter, the frequencies it rejects and those it passes, the 

pulsed DC power supply and its waveform shape, and the interrelatedness of these elements:  

My co-inventors and I developed the band-rejection filter described in the 
specification and claimed in U.S. Application Serial No. 10/101, 863 to overcome the 
problem of catastrophic failure of the pulsed-DC power supply output electrometer 
circuit during operation. We discovered that a band-rejection filter, which is a filter 
that passes all of the frequencies of the square wave power supply except within a 
narrow band centered on the RF frequency of the RF bias, protected the pulsed-DC 

Case 6:20-cv-00634-ADA   Document 58   Filed 03/09/21   Page 4 of 25Case 5:20-cv-09341-EJD   Document 145-6   Filed 04/01/22   Page 5 of 26

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
  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 

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,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

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

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

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

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.


