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I. INTRODUCTION

Patent Owner IPT admits Pirim PCT discloses every limitation of claim 22
except for element 22[b], “an input multiplexer adapted to receive data describing
one or more parameters of the event being detected . . .” IPT also admits that
Pirim PCT discloses an input multiplexer that receives data describing at least one
parameter (“data (V)”) of the event being detected. IPT, thus, admits that claim 22
is fully disclosed by the Pirim PCT, applying the plain and ordinary meaning of
claim element 22[b].

IPT’s only response is based on its incredible argument that the claim term
“one or more” actually means “two or more” and that Pirim PCT, therefore, does
not disclose claim 22. IPT’s argument is meritless. It cannot explain, especially
under the broadest-reasonable-interpretation claim-construction standard it agrees
applies, how “one or more” could possibly mean “two or more.” One is not the
same as two, and if the claimed multiplexer were required to receive two or more
parameters, the claim would have recited “two or more.” It does not; it recites
“one or more.”

II. ARGUMENT

A. IPT Admits Pirim PCT Discloses all but one Element
of Claim 22

IPT’s Patent Owner Response and supporting declaration of Dr. Agouris

(Ex. 2009) challenge only Pirim PCT’s disclosure of element 22[b], “an input
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multiplexer adapted to receive data describing one or more parameters of the event
being detected . . .” P.O. Resp. at 22-26; Ex. 2009 (Agouris Decl.) at §§ 1.5,
III.A.1, ITII.B, III.C, III.D. Because Patent Owner does not respond to Petitioner’s
application of Pirim PCT to any other element of claim 22, including 22[pre],
22[a], 22[c], 22[d], 22[e], or 22[f], Petitioner’s showing that Pirim PCT discloses
these limitations (Petition at 40-45, 49-51; Ex. 1002 (Hart Decl.) at 9 80-85, 94-
101) should be deemed admitted. 37 CFR § 42.23(a) (“Any material fact not
specifically denied may be considered admitted.”). Thus, the only issue that
remains for trial is whether Pirim PCT discloses element 22[b].

B. IPT’s Proposed Claim Construction Is Wrong

Patent Owner urges a construction of claim element 22[b] that (1) is
contradicted by the plain and ordinary meaning of the claim language, (2) reads out
all of the disclosed embodiments except for one, which is instead improperly read
into the claim, and (3) is not supported by the extrinsic evidence it cites. IPT’s
proposed construction of claim element 22[b] 1s incorrect. That term should be
accorded its plain and ordinary meaning, consistent with the BRI standard IPT
agrees should apply.

1. The Claim Language Contradicts IPT’s Construction

Patent Owner’s Response relies on a unique application of claim element

22[b], “an input multiplexer adapted to receive data describing one or more
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