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I. INTRODUCTION

The Board should find all of the challenged claims of the ’081 patent

unpatentable. In its POR, Patent Owner (“PO”) has incorrectly premised nearly the 

entirety of its arguments on faulty claim interpretations that import numerous 

limitations into the claims. This has resulted in an incomplete and incorrect 

analysis of the Petition’s grounds of unpatentability. 

The majority of PO’s arguments are premised on an erroneous claim 

interpretation for the “first receiver module” and “second receiver module,” which 

the Board has already rejected. POR, 12-15; DI, 43. Specifically, PO reiterates the 

arguments presented in the POPR that the first and second receiver modules must 

be “separate and distinct” devices. POR, 12-15; POPR, 23-25; DI, 43. Yet, PO’s 

arguments, as the Board correctly noted in its Institution Decision, are flawed for 

numerous reasons.  

First, PO fails to provide an actual claim construction for either the “first 

receiver module” or “second receiver module.” Instead, PO merely alleges that 

“the Board should understand first receiver module and second receiver module as 

two separate and distinct receiver modules.” POR, 12.1 This, however, is not a 

1 PO elsewhere alleges that the first and second receiver modules only require “two 

distinct receiver modules.” POR, 15. PO has offered no explanation for what the 
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proposed claim construction as many potential interpretations for the first receiver 

module and second receiver module could satisfy this requirement. Additionally, 

PO’s non-construction also lacks specificity as there is no indication of what it 

means for these two modules to be “distinct”—e.g., separation of physical 

components within a single device, physically separate devices, logical separation, 

etc. PO’s fails to provide such specificity for one simple reason—such an 

interpretation is not supported by the specification. 

Moreover, not only does the specification not support PO’s interpretation of 

the “first receiver module” and “second receiver module,” such an interpretation 

would actually read out preferred embodiments in the specification. EX1001, 6:47-

7:8 (broadly defining “module” to include “logical modules that may be combined 

with other modules or divided into sub-modules despite their physical 

organization); EX1015, 27:4-16, 93:17-25, 95:1-18. The Board should therefore re-

apply the findings from the Institution Decision and reject PO’s attempts to 

improperly narrow the claims. 

PO then argues that Mackintosh and DeWeese do not disclose the “second 

receiver module” under its erroneous interpretation. POR, 25-29, 39-41. This is not 

                                                                                                                                                             
difference is between receiver modules that are “separate and distinct” versus just 

“distinct.” 
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