
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

WACO DIVISION 
 

XR COMMUNICATIONS, LLC, dba VIVATO 
TECHNOLOGIES, 
 
   Plaintiff, 
 
  v. 
 
AMAZON.COM, INC., AMAZON.COM 
SERVICES LLC, and EERO LLC. 
 
   Defendants. 
 

 
Case No. 6:21-cv-619-ADA 

 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 

XR COMMUNICATIONS, LLC, dba VIVATO 
TECHNOLOGIES, 
 
   Plaintiff, 
 
  v. 
 
APPLE INC., 
 
   Defendant. 
 

 

Case No. 6:21-cv-620-ADA 
 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 

XR COMMUNICATIONS, LLC, dba VIVATO 
TECHNOLOGIES, 
 
   Plaintiff, 
 
  v. 
 
ASUSTEK COMPUTER INC. 
 
   Defendant. 
 

 
Case No. 6:21-cv-622-ADA 

 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
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XR COMMUNICATIONS, LLC, dba VIVATO 
TECHNOLOGIES, 
 
   Plaintiff, 
 
  v. 
 
CISCO SYSTEMS, INC. 
MERAKI LLC 
 
   Defendants. 
 

 
Case No. 6:21-cv-623-ADA 

 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 

XR COMMUNICATIONS, LLC, dba VIVATO 
TECHNOLOGIES, 
 
   Plaintiff, 
 
  v. 
 
GOOGLE LLC, 
 
   Defendant. 
 

 

Case No. 6:21-cv-625-ADA 
 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
 

XR COMMUNICATIONS, LLC, dba VIVATO 
TECHNOLOGIES, 
 
   Plaintiff, 
 
  v. 
 
SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO., LTD. AND 
SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS AMERICA, INC., 
 
   Defendants. 
 

 
Case No. 6:21-cv-626-ADA 

 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
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XR COMMUNICATIONS, LLC, dba VIVATO 
TECHNOLOGIES, 
 
   Plaintiff, 
 
  v. 
 
DELL TECHNOLOGIES INC. AND DELL 
INC., 
 
   Defendants. 
 

 
Case No. 6:21-cv-646-ADA 

 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 

XR COMMUNICATIONS, LLC, dba VIVATO 
TECHNOLOGIES, 
 
   Plaintiff, 
 
  v. 
 
HP INC., 
 
   Defendant. 
 

 

Case No. 6:21-cv-694-ADA 
 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
 

XR COMMUNICATIONS, LLC, dba VIVATO 
TECHNOLOGIES, 
 
   Plaintiff, 
 
  v. 
 
MICROSOFT CORPORATION, 
 
   Defendant. 
 

 
Case No. 6:21-cv-695-ADA 

 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 

 
Plaintiff XR Communications LLC dba Vivato Technologies’ 

Opening Claim Construction Brief 
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