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I. INTRODUCTION 

Petitioner’s Reply does not—and cannot—dispute the key factual points that 

demonstrate that: (1) Petitioner’s construction of “fixing … by associating …” is 

wrong (and Qualcomm’s is correct) and (2) Petitioner’s mapping of the Challenged 

Claims to Wang is based on functionality Wang does not actually disclose.  Unable 

to dispute these key facts, Petitioner resorts to making inaccurate characterizations 

of Qualcomm’s Response and proposing new, untimely, mappings that are, again, 

grounded in functionality Wang does not actually disclose. 

First, Petitioner does not dispute its own expert’s testimony that “the 

specification uses ‘associating’ as a substep of the process of fixing” and that 

“associating” can be used to “achieve many different goals.”  Ex. 2003 at 49:25-

50:9; 51:20-23.  These facts, not in the record at the time of the Institution Decision, 

lead to the conclusion the recited “associating …” need not result in “fixing ….”  As 

the Institution Decision explained, the plain claim language “limits the claim to 

fixing the parameters only by the action of associating.”  Decision at 17 (emphasis 

omitted).  Petitioner’s construction does not “limit[] the claims to fixing” and is, 

therefore, wrong. 

Thus, it is necessary to assign meaning to “fixing”—and Qualcomm is the 

only party offering any meaning.  Petitioner does not—and cannot—identify any 

portion of the ’865 Patent Specification that is inconsistent with Qualcomm’s 
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