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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN

SOUTHERN DIVISION
§
IN RE NEO WIRELESS, LLC § 2:22-MD-03034-TGB
PATENT LITIG. §
§ HON. TERRENCE G. BERG
§
§
§

PLAINTIFF NEO WIRELESS, LLC’S
REPLY CLAIM CONSTRUCTION BRIEF
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I. ARGUMENT IN REPLY

A. ’366 Patent Terms

1. “the ranging signal exhibits a low peak-to-average power
ratio in the time domain”

Unable to grapple directly with the objective, implementation-specific
guidance Neo identified in its brief, Defendants just bury their heads in the sand,
ignore Neo’s arguments, and claim victory. Defendants bemoan that “Neo cites no
case—and none exists—finding a term of degree definite when the patent does not
provide any guidance on the scope of the term.” Resp. at 3 (emphasis in original).
But Neo has not disputed that there must be “some guidance as to the scope of such
terms.” Tecnomatic S.p.a. v. ATOP S.p.A., No. 2:18-cv-12869, 2021 WL 1410036,
at *20 (E.D. Mich. Feb. 21, 2021) (emphasis added). That is why Neo chronicled
the guidance provided by the patent and its technical context and has explained
why that guidance is sufficient. Defendants cannot hope to meet their clear and
convincing evidence by ignoring the substance of Neo’s evidence and argument.

Critically, Defendants never once dispute that a POSITA would know, from
the patent claims, to evaluate the PAPR relative to the PAPR in the specific
OFDMA system in question, as was common for those in the field at the time. See
Dkt. 127 (“Op. Br.”) at 6-7. In fact, Defendants’ expert Dr. Akl effectively admits
as much, explaining that (1) reducing PAPR in OFDM networks was a well-known

issue at the time of the invention (Dkt. 131-2 (““Akl Decl.”) at 99 38-39); and (2)

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




