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I. INTRODUCTION 

Samsung Display Co., Ltd. (“Petitioner”) petitions for inter partes review 

seeking cancellation of claims 1–3 and 5–13 of U.S. Patent No. 7,446,338 (Ex. 1001, 

“’338 patent”), assigned to Solas OLED, Ltd. (“Patent Owner”). 

The ’338 patent relates to active-matrix organic light-emitting diode 

(AMOLED) display panels.  Ex. 1001, 1:51–65, 4:53–56, 5:51–53.  The patent is 

directed to AMOLED displays having two purportedly distinctive features: (1) 

conductive “interconnections” that project from the surface of the substrate on which 

the OLED elements are formed, id., 2:42–44, 3:63–67; and (2) a specific circuit to 

drive each pixel in the OLED device made up of three thin-film transistors (“TFTs”), 

id., 6:45–7:18.  

Regarding the first feature, the ’338 patent describes and claims three types of 

projecting “interconnections” (“feed, “select,” and “common”): 
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