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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

AUSTIN DIVISION 

NEODRON LTD.,

Plaintiff, 

v. 

DELL TECHNOLOGIES INC., 

Defendant. 

Case No. 1:19-cv-00819-ADA 

NEODRON LTD.,

Plaintiff, 

v. 

HP, INC., 

Defendant. 

Case No.  1:19-cv-00873-ADA 

NEODRON LTD.,

Plaintiff, 

v. 

MICROSOFT CORPORATION, 

Defendant. 

Case No.  1:19-cv-00874-ADA 

NEODRON LTD.,

Plaintiff, 

v. 

AMAZON.COM, INC., 

Defendant. 

Case No.  1:19-cv-00898-ADA 
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NEODRON LTD.,

Plaintiff, 

v. 

SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO., LTD. and 
SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS AMERICA, INC.,

Defendant. 

Case No.  1:19-cv-00903-ADA 

DEFENDANTS’ OPENING CLAIM CONSTRUCTION BRIEF ON  
THE DISPUTED TERMS OF THE TOUCH SENSOR PATENTS 

(U.S. PATENT NOS. 8,946,574; 9,086,770; 9,823,784; 10,088,960; and 7,821,502) 
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