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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
_____________ 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 
_____________ 

CISCO SYSTEMS, INC. and ARRIS GROUP, INC.,  
Petitioner, 

 
v. 
 

TQ DELTA, LLC, 
Patent Owner. 

_____________ 

Case IPR2016-010071 
Patent No. 8,432,956 B2 

_____________ 

 

PATENT OWNER’S MOTION FOR OBSERVATION 
 
 

 

                                            
1 ARRIS Group, Inc., who filed a Petition in IPR2017-00422, has been joined in 
this proceeding.  
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Patent Owner TQ Delta, LLC (“Patent Owner”) submits this motion for 

observation regarding cross-examination of Dr. Sayfe Kiaei a reply declarant for 

Petitioners.  Patent Owner submits the following Observation based on Dr. Kiaei’s 

testimony taken on June 26, 2017. 

Observation #1:  In Ex. 2011, on page 45, line 10 to page 46, line 16, with 

reference to claim 1 of the ‘956 patent, Dr. Kiaei testified that “the communication 

channel is a channel within a much broader frequency band. And it could be 

subchannel that -- subchannel or the broader frequency band. It could be a 

subchannel of a much broader frequency band that this subchannel of that broader 

frequency band is used for communication channel, specifically for the rest of the 

patent that claimed that it discussed it.”  This testimony is relevant to Dr. Kiaei’s 

declaration testimony that “[a] carrier may be another term for a sub-channel when 

the sub-channel’s frequency is modified to carry information” (Ex. 1009 at ¶ 69) 

and “a sub-channel has its own frequency.”  See Ex. 1009 at ¶ 67.  The testimony 

is relevant because it undermines the credibility of Dr. Kiaei’s declaration 

testimony concerning the claimed “subchannel” recited in the ‘956 patent claims 

and the accuracy of Dr. Kaiei declaration testimony that Milbrandt’s 

“subfrequency” is the claimed “subchannel.” 
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Observation #2: In Ex. 2011, on page 31, lines. 11-12, Dr. Kiaei testified 

that “subbands and carriers in OFDM are -- and ADSL -- and ADSL are the same.”  

Separately, on page 20, lines 21-22, Dr. Kiaei testified that subbands and carriers 

are not the same.  (“Q. Is 4 kilohertz the spacing between carriers? A. We’re not 

talking about carriers here right now. We're talking about 256 subbands.”)  The 

testimony is relevant because Dr. Kaiei contradicts himself and this contradiction 

goes to the credibility of his declaration testimony relating to the claimed 

subchannel.  See Ex. 1100 at ¶¶ 6, 8 and 9.   

Observation #3:  In Ex. 2011, on page 91, line 1 to page 92, line 19, with 

reference to “annotated figure on pg. 13 of” his reply declaration, Ex. 1100, Dr. 

Kiaei testified, inter alia, that Petitioner’s definition of subchannel “is a broad 

definition of a subchannel” and that the definition would include “all the 

frequencies in that red box” of the figure or “a portion actually from 30 hertz to 

11.04 kilohertz or other portions of frequencies. . . .”  This is relevant to Dr. 

Kiaei’s declaration testimony concerning his understanding of “sub-channel” in the 

context of the ‘956 patent that “[a]channel may be divided into multiple sub-

channels, where each sub-channel has its own frequency. For example, the 

broadband communications channel of the ‘956 patent is formed by multiple 

carriers. . . .”  Ex. 1009 at ¶ 58.  This testimony is relevant because it goes to Dr. 
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Kiaei’s claim construction analysis of the claimed “subchannel” and application of 

the construction to the claimed “subchannel” and Milbrandt’s (Ex. 1011) sub-

frequency.  Further, this testimony is relevant because it contradicts Dr. Kiaei’s 

declaration testimony and goes to the credibility and accuracy of his declaration 

testimony equating Milbrandt’s “sub-frequency” with the claimed “sub-channel.” 

Observation #4:  In Ex. 2011, at page 84, lines 8-19, in response to a 

question if a subchannel is associated with a frequency, Dr. Kiaei responded that a 

frequency band is associated with a subchannel.  This is relevant to Dr. Kiaei’s 

declaration testimony that “[a] carrier may be another term for a sub-channel when 

the sub-channel’s frequency is modified to carry information” (Ex. 1009 at ¶ 69) 

and “a sub-channel has its own frequency.”  See Ex. 1009 at ¶ 67.  This testimony 

is also relevant because it undermines Dr. Kiaei’s credibility. 

Observation #5:   In Ex. 2011, on page 31, lines 1-12, Dr. Kiaei agreed that 

the Elahi reference (Petitioner’s Ex. 1108 at pages 108 and 109) recites that 

“[e]ach subfrequency is an independent channel[]”and that “ADSL uses DMT 

encoding to divide the bandwidth of the channel into multiple subchannels,” and he 

further testified that he understands Elahi’s subfrequency “to be the subfrequency 

mentioned in Milbrandt[.]”  This testimony is relevant to Dr. Kiaei’s declaration 

testimony at Ex. 1009 at ¶ 59 regarding his understanding that “Milbrandt’s ‘sub-
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frequency’” “correspond[s] to the ‘subchannel’ in the ‘956 patent.”  Dr. Kiaei’s 

testimony that Elahi and Milbrandt’s subfrequency is a channel and that “ADSL 

uses DMT encoding to divide the bandwidth of the channel into multiple 

subchannels” is relevant because it is inconsistent with Dr. Kiaei’s declaration 

testimony that Milbrandt’s sub-frequency is the claimed “subchannel.” This is 

relevant because it undermines the credibility and accuracy of Dr. Kiaei’s 

declaration testimony relied upon in the institution decision (Paper 8 at p. 15) that 

“Milbrandt’s ‘sub-frequency’”  “correspond[s] to the ‘subchannel’ in the ’956 

patent.” 

Observation #6:  In Ex. 2011, on page 104, line 19 to page 111, line 24, Dr. 

Kiaei testified that the single value for Transmit Power Spectrum Density (“PSD”) 

communicated in a message in the ANSI T1.413 standard (Ex. 1014 at p. 101) 

could be a single value for the entire upstream or downstream channel, rather than 

separate values per subchannel.  See, e.g. Ex. 2011, page 106, lines 4-8 (“Q. Okay. 

But that’s [3-bit value] for the entire upstream or downstream channel? THE 

WITNESS: That’s for the portion of the upstream or downstream channel. It could 

be, but I need to look at it carefully.”); Ex. 2011, page 111, lines 13-18 (“Q. So in 

your opinion, these 3-bit – this 3-bit value does not represent the PSD for the entire 

upstream or downstream channel? THE WITNESS: That’s not what I said.”)  Dr. 

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.


