
U.S. Patent No. 6,651,134 
Petition for Inter Partes Review 

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
______________________________________________ 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 
______________________________________________ 

ADVANCED MICRO DEVICES, INC., 
Petitioner 

v. 

MONTEREY RESEARCH, LLC, 
Patent Owner. 

DECLARATION OF R. JACOB BAKER, PH.D., P.E. IN SUPPORT OF 

PETITION FOR INTER PARTES REVIEW  
OF U.S. PATENT NO. 6,651,134 

Petitioner STMicroelectronics, Inc., Ex. 1002 
IPR2021-00355

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


TABLE OF CONTENTS 

Page 

i

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

I. BACKGROUND AND QUALIFICATIONS ................................................ 1
A. Industry Experience .............................................................................. 2
B. Academic Experience ........................................................................... 5
C. Other Relevant Experience ................................................................... 7

II. OVERVIEW OF THE TECHNOLOGY ........................................................ 8
III. SUMMARY OF GROUNDS ....................................................................... 10
IV. LEGAL STANDARDS ................................................................................ 12
V. THE CHALLENGED PATENT .................................................................. 15
VI. PATENT PROSECUTION HISTORY ........................................................ 18
VII. LEVEL OF ORDINARY SKILL IN THE ART .......................................... 20
VIII. CLAIM CONSTRUCTION ......................................................................... 20

A. “non-interruptible” (claims 1, 16, 17) ................................................ 21
B. “means for reading data . . . / means for generating a

predetermined number of said internal address signals” (claim
16) ....................................................................................................... 22

C. “external address signal” (claims 1, 13, 15-17) ................................. 24
D. “burst” (claim 2) ................................................................................. 24
E. “internal address signal” (claims 1, 2, 12, 15-17) .............................. 24
F. “logic circuit” (claims 1, 12) .............................................................. 25
G. “predetermined number of [said] internal address signals”

(claims 1-4, 12, 15-17) ....................................................................... 25
H. “memory” (claims 1, 8-9, 14, 17)....................................................... 26
I. “address signal” (claims 1-4, 10-13, 16-17) ....................................... 26

IX. SPECIFIC EXPLANATION OF GROUNDS ............................................. 26

Petitioner STMicroelectronics, Inc., Ex. 1002 
IPR2021-00355

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


TABLE OF CONTENTS 
(continued) 

Page 

ii

A. Ground 1: Claims 1-3, 8, 12-13, 16, and 17 are anticipated by
US 6,115,280 (“Wada”) ..................................................................... 26
1. Wada ........................................................................................ 26
2. Independent Claim 1 ................................................................ 33
3. Dependent Claim 2 .................................................................. 39
4. Dependent Claim 3 .................................................................. 41
5. Dependent Claim 8 .................................................................. 43
6. Dependent Claim 12 ................................................................ 44
7. Dependent Claim 13 ................................................................ 45
8. Independent Claim 16 .............................................................. 48
9. Independent Claim 17 .............................................................. 55

B. Ground 2: Claims 1-4, 8, 12-14, 16, and 17 are obvious over
Wada in view of the knowledge of a POSITA ................................... 56
1. Independent Claims 1 and 16 ................................................... 56
2. Dependent Claims 2-3, 8, 12-13, and 17 ................................. 56
3. Dependent Claim 4 .................................................................. 57
4. Dependent Claim 14 ................................................................ 58

C. Ground 2a: Claims 1-4, 8, 12-14, 16, and 17 are rendered
obvious by the combination of Wada and US 5,584,033
(“Barrett”) in view of the knowledge of a POSITA ........................... 59
1. Barrett ....................................................................................... 59
2. Claims 1-4, 8, 12-14, 16, and 17 .............................................. 62

D. Ground 3: Claims 4-7, and 18-20 are rendered obvious by the
combination of Wada and U.S. 6,185,149 (“Fujioka”) in view
of the knowledge of a POSITA. ......................................................... 62
1. Fujioka ..................................................................................... 62
2. Dependent Claim 4 .................................................................. 66
3. Dependent Claim 5 .................................................................. 66

Petitioner STMicroelectronics, Inc., Ex. 1002 
IPR2021-00355

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


TABLE OF CONTENTS 
(continued) 

Page 

iii

4. Dependent Claim 6 .................................................................. 67
5. Dependent Claim 7 .................................................................. 67
6. Dependent Claim 18 ................................................................ 68
7. Dependent Claim 19 ................................................................ 68
8. Dependent Claim 20 ................................................................ 69

E. Ground 3a: Claims 4-7, and 18-20 are rendered obvious by the
combination of Wada, Barrett, and Fujioka in view of the
knowledge of a POSITA. ................................................................... 69

F. Ground 4: Claims 9-10, 14, and 21 are rendered obvious by the
combination of Wada and US 6,226,755 (“Reeves”) in view of
the knowledge of a POSITA .............................................................. 69
1. Reeves ...................................................................................... 69
2. Dependent Claim 9 .................................................................. 72
3. Dependent Claim 10 ................................................................ 72
4. Dependent Claim 14 ................................................................ 73
5. Dependent Claim 21 ................................................................ 74

G. Ground 4a: Claims 9-10, 14, and 21 are rendered obvious by
the combination of Wada, Barrett, and Reeves in view of the
knowledge of one of ordinary skill in the art ..................................... 74

H. Ground 5: Claims 11 and 15 are rendered obvious by the
combination of Wada and US 5,784,331 (“Lysinger”) in view
of the knowledge of one of ordinary skill in the art ........................... 75
1. Lysinger ................................................................................... 75
2. Dependent Claim 11 ................................................................ 78
3. Dependent Claim 15 ................................................................ 79

I. Ground 5a: Claims 11 and 15 are rendered obvious by the
combination of Wada, Barrett, and Lysinger in view of the
knowledge of one of ordinary skill in the art ..................................... 81

Petitioner STMicroelectronics, Inc., Ex. 1002 
IPR2021-00355

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


U.S. Patent No. 6,651,134 
Baker Declaration 

1 

I, R. Jacob Baker, Ph.D., P.E., declare as follows: 

1. My name is R. Jacob Baker.  I have prepared this declaration as an

expert witness retained by Advanced Micro Devices, Inc.  In this declaration, I 

present my opinions, and technical basis for those opinions, that claims 1-21 of 

U.S. Patent No. 6,651,134 (“the ’134 Patent”) are invalid.   

2. This declaration contains statements of my opinions formed to date

and the reasons for those opinions. I may offer additional opinions based on further 

review of materials in this case, including opinions and/or testimony of other 

expert witnesses. I make this declaration based upon my own personal knowledge 

and, if called upon to testify, would testify competently to the matters contained 

herein. 

I. BACKGROUND AND QUALIFICATIONS

1. I have been working as an Engineer since 1985, and I have been

teaching Electrical and Computer Engineering courses since 1991.  I am currently 

a Professor of Electrical and Computer Engineering at the University of Nevada, 

Las Vegas (“UNLV”).  I am also currently an industry consultant for Freedom 

Photonics.  I am the named inventor on over 150 U.S. patents resulting from my 

industry work. 
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