
UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE PATEN? TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

INTELLECTUAL VENTURES MANAGEMENT, LLC

Petitioner

V.

XILINX, INC.

Patent Owner

Case IPR2012-00018

Patent 7,566,960

PETITIONER’S REPLY TO PATENT OWNER

RESPONSE Ti) PETITION

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


IPR2012-00018

Patent 7,566,960

TABLE OF CONTENTS

I. Statement of Relief Requested .......................................................................... 1

II. Original Claims 1—13 Are Obvious over the Art Cited in the Petition.............. 1

III. Patent Owner’s Application of the Term “Inside Surface” Contradicts Its Prior

Application of the Same Term During Prosecution .......................................... 2

IV. The Board Correctly Construes the Claims, and Patent Owner’s Alternative

Constructions Do Not Affect the Unpatentability of Claims 1-13 .................... 4

A. T16 Board Correctly Construes the Term “Inside Surface” Based on Its

Plain and Ordinary Meaning.................................................................................. 4

B. Patent Owner Impermissibly Attempts to Incorporate Embodiments into

the Claims .............................................................................................................. 6

C. Patent Owner’s Interpretation of “Inside Surface” Does Not Affect the

Unpatentability of Claims 1-13 ............................................................................. 7

V. Ground 6: Claims 1-5, 7-11, and 13 Remain Obvious Based on Chakravorty

‘362 and Siniaguine ........................................................................................... 7

A. Chakravorty ‘362 Discloses “an Interposing Structure Disposed Inside the

Integrated Circuit Package” ................................................................................... 8

B. Siniaguine Discloses “an Interposing Structure Disposed Inside the

Integrated Circuit Package” ................................................................................... 9

VI. Ground 7: Claims 6 and 12 Remain Obvious Based on Chakravorty ‘362,

Siniaguine and Patel .......................................................................................... 9

VII. Ground 8: Claims 1-5, 7-l,l and 13 Remain Obvious Based on Siniaguine,

Ma, and Chakravorty ‘362............................................................................... lO

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


IPR2012-00018

Patent 7,566,960

A. Siniaguine Discloses “an Array of Landing Pads Disposed on an Inside

Surface of the Integrated Circuit Package” ......................................................... 10

B. Ma Discloses First and Second “Substantially Identical Patterns” ............ 11

C. Combination of Siniaguine, Ma, and Chakravorty ‘3 62 Is Proper ............ 13

VIII.Ground 9: Claims 6 and 12 Remain Obvious Based on Siniaguine, Ma,

Chakravorty ‘362, and Patel ............................................................................ 14

IX. Dr. Neikirk’s Testimony Should Be Given Little to No Weight .................... 14

X. Conclusion ....................................................................................................... 15

ii

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


IPR2012-00018

Patent 7,566,960

TABLE OF AUTHORITIES

Cases

Festo Corp. v. Shoketsu Kinzoku Kogyo Kabushiki, 535 US. 722, 733 (2002)....... 2

Phillips v. AWH Corp, 415 F.3d 1303, 1314 (Fed. Cir 2005) ................................. 4

Standard Oil Co. v. American Cyanamid Ca, 774 F.2d 448, 452 (Fed. Cir. 1985) 2

Uship Intellectual Properties, LLC v. United States, 714 F.3d 1311, 1315 (Fed. Cir.

2013) ...................................................................................................................... 2

Rules

37 C.F.R. § 42.23 ...................................................................................................... 1

iii

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


IPR2012-00018

Patent 7,566,960

Petitioner Intellectual Ventures provides this reply under 37 C.F.R. § 42.23

to Patent Owner Xilinx’s Patent Owner’s Response dated May 7, 2013. At issue is

the inter partes review of claims 1-13 of US. Patent No. 7,566,960 (“the ‘960

patent”; IVM 1001).

T. Statement of Relief Requested

Petitioner requests cancellation of claims 1-13 in US. Patent No. 7,566,960

(“the ‘960 patent”) and. denial of Xilinx’s Second Substitute Motion to Amend

filed July 26, 2013. An opposition to the Second Substitute Motion to Amend is

being filed concurrently.

11. Original {Slaims 1-13 Are Obvious over the Art Cited in the Petition

The Patent Owner Response to Petition (“Response”; Paper 17) fails to

demonstrate the patentability of claims 1-13. The Response attempts to contort the

plain and ordinary meanings of “inside surface” and “inside,” while impermissibly

offering claim constructions that reverse positions that the Patent Owner took

during original prosecution of the ‘960 patent. This reversal was confirmed by the

Patent Owner’s own expert, Dr. Neikirk, during his deposition.

The Response also “cuts” figures from Ma and Siniaguine and then literally

“pastes” these figures together to attempt to show that the patterns in the figures

are not “substantially identical,” while ignoring well-settled law that figures

cannot be assumed to be drawn to scale.
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