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I, Thomas L. Credelle do hereby declare that: 

1. I have been retained by counsel for Petitioner Sony Corporation 

(“Sony”) to provide assistance regarding US Patent No. 7,202,843 (“the ’843 

Patent”). 

2. I previously submitted a Declaration in IPR2015-00863 (Ex. 1014) 

setting forth my Background and credentials (Credelle Decl. (Ex. 1024) at ¶¶2-14), 

and my curriculum vitae (Ex. 1016) which provides further details.   

3. I submit this supplemental declaration in response to the Declaration 

and Testimony of William K. Bohannon.  I incorporate by reference my testimony 

set forth my prior Declaration (Ex. 1014).  

4. In preparation of this document, I have reviewed the following 

documents in addition to those listed in my prior Declaration: 

 Declaration of William K. Bohannon in Response to Petition of Sony 

Corporation et al., identified as Ex. 2022; 

 U.S. Patent No. 5,642,133 (“Scheffer”) (Ex. 2019); 

 U.S. Patent No. 5,280,280 (“Hotto”) (Ex. 2020); and 

 Transcript of January 27, 2016 Deposition of William K. Bohannon, 

identified as Ex. 1019. 
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5. In addition, in preparing this document, I have drawn on my 

experience and knowledge, as discussed above and described more fully in my CV, 

in the areas of LCD technology and flat panel displays.     

6. I agree with Mr. Bohannon’s assessment that a person of ordinary 

skill in the art in 2003 would have “the ability to understand the overdriving 

concept as it is discussed in the ’843 patent.”  (See Bohannon Decl. (Ex. 2022) at 

¶8.)  I would expect this background to include experience in LCD control 

electronics.  A person having this background would understand factors associated 

with driving electronic impulses, and would also understand the concepts of pixel 

voltage versus light transmission and pixel response time.”  (Id.)  I disagree with 

Mr. Bohannon that a degree in Mathematics or Computer Science would be an 

appropriate educational background in relation to these concepts. (See Bohannon 

Decl. (Ex. 2022) at ¶8.) 

I. Response to Mr. Bohannon’s Comments on My Deposition Testimony 
That the LCD Panel in Suzuki Is an AMLCD 

 
7. In paragraphs 34-40 of Mr. Bohannon’s Declaration, he expresses 

disagreement with the testimony that I gave during my deposition on October 28, 

2015,  in which I described four indicators in Suzuki that Suzuki’s LCD panel is an 

active matrix LCD: (1) Suzuki’s use of the terms “source” and “gate” drivers; (2) 

Suzuki’s achievement of blur-free moving images at a frame rate of about 60 

frames per second, with each frame period lasting 16.6 ms; (3) Suzuki’s use of the 
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term “hold” drive to describe one of its embodiments; and (4) Suzuki’s use of the 

term “overdriving.”  I will address my Bohannon’s comments on my testimony in 

that order. 

A. “Source” and “Gate” Drivers 

8.   The first indicator that Suzuki's liquid crystal panel is an active 

matrix liquid crystal display panel and not a passive matrix liquid crystal display 

panel is Suzuki’s use of the terms “source” driver and “gate” driver for the data 

driver and scan driver respectively. (See Suzuki (Ex. 1003), Fig. 1 reproduced 

below.)  

  

Suzuki Fig. 1 
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Mr. Bohannon testified that he does not agree that this disclosure indicates “with 

certainty” that Suzuki discloses AMLCD.  (Bohannon Decl. (Ex. 2022) at ¶ 40.)  

However, a person of ordinary skill in the art would have understood that the terms 

“source” driver and “gate” driver are applicable to AMLCD panels, and not to 

passive matrix panels, and, on that basis, would have assumed that Suzuki’s LCD 

panel is an AMLCD. 

9. As an initial matter, I agree with Mr. Bohannon that the source driver 

16 generates the applied voltage VS to be supplied to the pixels (shown in Suzuki 

Fig. 2) and the gate driver 18 generates gate signals GT for selecting pixels. 

(Bohannon Decl. (Ex. 2022) at ¶40.)  Further Suzuki discloses “a plurality of 

pixels P which are formed in a matrix.” (Suzuki (Ex. 1003) at ¶ 47.)  

10.   An active matrix LCD panel comprises an array of pixels where each 

pixel includes a switch such as a TFT; the TFT has a “gate” which is used to open 

and close the switch, as well as a “source” and “drain” to allow current to flow to 

the liquid crystal capacitor, and optionally a storage capacitor.  Passive matrix 

LCD panels do not include transistors (nor did they in the 2003 time frame).   

 SONY v. SURPASS Tech., IPR2015-00863 
Exhibit SONY-1020

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.


