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I. REPLY TO SMART MOBILE’S CLAIM CONSTRUCTION ARGUMENTS 

Smart Mobile agrees that the preamble for claim 5 of the ’291 patent is limiting.  

Defendants’ brief thus focuses on the remaining terms from the ’434 patent family below. 

A. “system on a chip”	1 (’291) 

The ordinary meaning of “system on a chip” requires a “system” that is contained on a 

chip.  D46 at 4.  SMT’s construction focuses on the number of components included in the chip 

(whether all or most), which is irrelevant as to whether the chip contains a system. 

Defendants explained why SMT’s requirement of multiple components was both over and 

under inclusive.  Id. at 5.  SMT does not address that criticism.  It offers a new construction, which 

adds the requirement of multiple functions being supported on the chip, but that construction is 

subject to the same criticism of being limited only by numerosity (and not if the chip is a “system”).  

This new construction also runs contrary to SMT’s own dictionary definition, which defines a 

“system on a chip” in terms of its contribution to the system (“contribute to a functional computer 

system”) and not the number of components on the chip. 

B. “is configured to” (’434) 

SMT provided its proposed construction for the first time in its responsive claim 

construction brief.  Defendants do not dispute this limitation could be satisfied by a particular 

hardware configuration and given SMT’s acknowledgement that “actually” is understood to be a 

part of its construction, Defendants adopt SMT’s proposed construction.  In doing so, Defendants 

do not agree with SMT’s argument as to what constitutes infringement under the proposed 

constructions, but such a determination is based on attributes of the accused product and irrelevant 

                                                 
1 Similar to Defendants’ brief for the ’501 patent family, the disputed terms are in shorthand 

and can be found in the parties’ initial briefs for the ’434 patent family.  See D46; D66, as 
filed in the Apple case.  Emphasis added except where otherwise noted. 
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